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Charles Abernathy 


CHARLES FLTZRLL ABERNATHY I.S A WONDERFUL TEACHER, A CLEAR EXPOSITOR, A GIFTED WRITER, AN ACADEMIC OF 
high integrity. In many ways. Chuck’s life is one of themes in balance, Even in high school in Nashville he 
showed classic balance: first in his class and valedictorian, a member of the varsity football and varsity state 
champion basketball teams, student body president. An outstanding student at Harvard College, Professor 
A.B. 1969, J.d. 197ll.m. 1975 Abernathy wrote Ins high honors thesis on the British poor laws. 

Chuck Abernathy’s twin interests in civil rights and international issues were already evident 
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Director, Orientation in [he U.5. Legal 
System (International Law Institute) 
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Co foundtr, Southern Poverty 
Law Center 


civil. Procedure, CNE Righls, 
Constitutional taw 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Cmi Rights arut Constitutional 
Litigation,. West Publishing Group 
(3d ed., 200a) 

Low in the United States, I nternalionaL 
Law Institute Press (1996) 

Law of Cqual Employment Opportunity, 
Warren Gorham A LaMont (1990) 

Civil Rights, West Publishing Co, (1980) 


at Harvard Law School, where he was editor-in-chief of the Harvard Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law 
Review, even while serving briefly on the staff of the Harvard International Lai? Journal r Earlier Clniek 
was an intern at the United Nations headquarters in Geneva and also a student delegate to the President’s 
Commission on Human Rights. 

During the summer of 1970, long Ixifore graduating from law school, Professor Abernathy served 
as a summer law clerk to Judge Frank M, Johnson Jr., one of the great federal judges committed to the 
desegregation of the South, Chuck’s equally great commitment to that cause began during his student years 
at Harvard Law School and continued for several years thereafter at the Southern Poverty Law Center in 
Alabama, of which he was a co-founder, and where he was a trial and appellate constitutional litigator in the 
federal courts. Chuck has maintained those interests ever since; his Centex and Materials on Civil Rights, 
published by West in 1980, with a third edition in 2000. was the first modem casebook of federal civil rights 
legislation and litigation. 

There is also a strong International theme in his life. In 1977, Chuck prepared the United States 
position defending and evaluating American compliance with the Helsinki accords on human rights, with the 
resulting document published by the State Department for distribution to our diplomats, In 1982-83, he was 
the first ever Fu I bright professor of law in Egypt, teaching constitutional law and studying aspects of the Egyptian 
legal system. For years Chuck lectured on comparative law at die Foreign Service Institute of the Department 
of State, to consular officers about to go abroad, even as he would lecture to visiting foreigners on our 
constitutional law. In 1996 he produced a casebook on Law in the United States, which is 
already used in many American LL.M. programs for foreigners and in foreign law 
schools as well. 

The book follows 2U years of teaching and directing the orientation program in 
American law, first at Georgetown and then at the International Law Institute, to 
which hundreds of foreign law students and lawyers come each summer. From 1987- 
2000, Professor Abernathy directed our summer programs abroad in Florence and 
Heidelberg. Much like a Shakespearean actor-director, he performs and he leads. 

As a law professor in Washington, he has the inevitable opportunities of public 
service, advising tile Senate Judiciary Committee on legislation and court nominations, 
testifying before Congress, and doing studies for the executive 
branch. But there are other themes on which I would like to close: 
character and service, balance and integrity Chuck is a warm 
colleague, a professor and advisor of whom students are 
fond, the father of the admirable Chip (Georgetown 
Law Center ’99) and the budding Julia (bom 
1995), and the husband of Kathleen, 
former president of the Federal 
Communications liar Association, 
whom President Bush appointed to 
the FCG in 2D0L Chuck Abernathy s 
character is constant, even as the 
world, Georgetown, and Abernathy’s 
interests all evolve. 
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Criminal Law 
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The Case fer ilnaUonalismr Why 
one state-liberal and con&tltutlon- 
alist-may be the key to peace In 
the Middle East, Boston Review, 
December 200i/January 2002 
Modernizing Muslim Family Law; 

The Case of Egypt, forth coming 

Comparatively Speaking: The 
''Honor* of The “East" and the 
"Passion* of the ■'West," 1997 Utah 
L, Rev, 2K7 

Crimes of Honor and the 
Construction of Gender in Amb 
Societies, in feminism and Islam: 
legol S Literary Perspectives, ed. 
Yamanl (1996) 

Post-Colonial feminism and the Veil: 
Thinking the Difference, 43 
feminist Rev. 26 (1993) 



BY DINT OK TRAINING, INTEREST, EXPERIENCE, AND PASSION, LAMA ABU-ODEH IS AN INTERNATIONAL AND COMPARATIVE 
lawyer and scholar, specializing In Arab, Islamic, Egyptian* and Jordanian law. Before entering teaching, Lama spoilt six 
years as a transactional, banking, and regulatory lawyer, first in Jordan, and then at the World Bank. Throughout her 
career, and in her scholarship, she has Ihmii an advocate for justice, lx>th international and domestic, and a thoughtful* 
penetrating critic of borh the American and Arab law cultures. 

Lama has earned praise from Iter peers as the foremost critic of Arab law now working in this country. She 
combines a vast historical and cultural knowledge of the Arab world, a sensitivity to the particularities of its varied cultures, 
a lawyers facility with radically different legal systems, and an unerring ability to recognize injustice wherever she encounters 
it. Thus, In two of her early and most highly regarded articles, she analyzed and thoughtfully critiqued the Arab law of 
various countries for their Illiberal treatment of women, ranging from state tolerance, in a handful of countries, of so- 
called “honor killings" of transgressing female relatives by their "dishonored” brothers find fathers, to the more ambiguous 
practice of ‘Veiling" imposed on some women in some countries. In both articles. Lama’s deep familiarity with the culture 
21 s well as law’ she was criticizing were apparent, Even more obvious in her scholarship, and just as Important, is her 
deep respect for the systems and societies with which she is engaged. 

Lama Abu-Odeh is by no means, however, simply a critic of the East for its failure to be sufficiently Western. 
She is equally critical of various Western practices that are similarly dehumanizing, but perhaps not so obviously so to 
Western eyes. Thus, in a recent article entitled “Comparatively Speaking: The 'Honor of the ‘Last’ and the ‘Passion 1 of 
the'West,” 1 Lama compares and contrasts honor killing with the practice, in this country, of excusing or mitigating violent 
crimes against women committed in “the befit of passion.” Both practices, she notes, are injurious to women. And both 
are formally proscribed, but informally tolerated by the state, be it Arab or American. 

Underlying Lama’s internationalism, her compandivist training, and her cosmopolitanism is the 
Compassionate conviction that all human beings should Ik; treated by their own state and by others’ with dignity 
and respect- This leads her, sit times, to urge the liberalization or Westernization of si culture's legal practice, and 
at other times to urge a greater restraint regarding the life-sustaining particularities of the cultures 
of a contested region. It also leads her to a wide range of interests and passions. In her 
time at Georgetown, she has been elaborating a critique of certain strains hi Western 
feminist thought for their relentlessly critical stance, sometimes borne of ignorance, 
of the Arab world, and of gender relations within it. At the same time, she has 
begun to work out the contours of a critique of the current intifada in the Gaza 
Strip and West Bank. Who urges instead a “civil-rights” based approach to 
Palestiniau-lsraeli relations that explicitly draws on Western experience with civil 
disobedience and liberal norms of civic equality. Lama appreciates, as do lew others, 
the sheer complexity of resolving questions of polities, power, and statehood when 
cultures clash. At the same time, she recognizes the ethical imperative, for the sake 
of those affected, of contributing to the effort to do precisely that. 

Students and colleagues here at Georgetown value Lama 
Abu-Odeh’s thoughtful comparative assessments of the strengths 
and shortcomings of criminal justice, private law, and her current 
interest—family law—-in the United States and the Arab world. 

They also appreciate her shsirp. insightful humor, her respectful 
and demanding standards, and her boundless energy. What 
those of ies who have gotten to know her have come to love, 
is Lama’s enthusiasm for the project of achieving justice both 
here and abroad through law, and her extraordinary generosity 
and large spirit. 


B y Bub hi l iVy/ 
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T. ALEXANDER ALEINIKOFF, BETTER KNOWN AS ALEX, IS WIDELY REGARDED AS ONE OF THE LEADING IMMIGRATION LAW 
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Migration, with dongles Klusmeyer, 
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Modern Constitutional Theory: 
A Reader, with |ohn Ga rvey, 
(4th ed., 1335] 


Immigration; Process and Policy, 
with David Ar M^nin and Hiroshi 
Motomyra, West (4th ed-, 139®) 
Skeptical. Scrutiny of Plenary 
Power: Judicial and Executive 
Branch Decisionmaking 
in Miller v. Albright, with 
Cornelia T.L Pillard. 139B 
Sup. Cl. Rev. 1 (ipyp) 


scholars in the country. Indeed, he is often credited with establishing the discipline we now reco gni ze as 
“immigration, law.” Elis 1985 publication of Immigration Piwess and Policy, with co-author Professor David 
Martin, defined the field of Immigration law as an academic endeavor suitable for serious scholarship. Thus, 
Alex is one of the “founding fathers" of immigration law. 

The Law Center is proud to have Alex 011 the faculty. He had taught at the University of Michigan 
Law School since 1981, first as an assistant professor until 1984, then as associate professor to 1986, and 
since then as professor of law. In 1994, he took a leave of absence from the University of Michigan 
when he joined the Clinton Administration as general counsel of the Immigration and Naturalization Service 
in the U.S. Department of Justice. Prom 1995 to 1997, Alex served as the executive associate commissioner 
of programs for the immigration and Naturalization Service (INS). While at the INS, Alex taught refugee law 
at the Law Center as an adjunct professor, lie joined the fulltime faculty at the Law Center in 1997. 

Not surprisingly, this stellar career had an appropriately impressive beginning. Born in 
1952, Alex graduated from Swarthmore College in 1974, summa cion Jonde, and from Yale Law School 
in 1987 after serving as note editor of the Yah Imw Journal , After clerking for Judge Edward Weinfeld 
and serving as attorney advisor in the Office of Legal Counsel, United States Department of Justice, Alex 
began his teaching career at tile University of Miehigan Law School. There he became a nationally rec ogni zed 
scholar in the fields of immigration taw, constitutional law, and statutory interpretation. In addition to writing 
the leading casebook in immigration law. Professor Aleinikoff has written seminal articles in both 
constitutional law, including “Constitutional Law in the Ago of Balancing," in the Yale Law Journal in 
1987 and “A Case for Race Consciousness," in the Columbia Law Review in 1991; and in the field of 
statutory interpretation, including “Updating Statutory Interpretation" in the 1988 Miehigan Imw Review. 

Alex is married to Ifctchd Cohen, a clinical psychologist, and has three 
children, Khoshana, Sam, and Eli. Alex teaches immigration and refugee law, a 
seminar on citizenship, and constitutional law. He also serves as director of the 
International Legal Norms and Migration Project (in association with die Graduate 
Institute for International Studies, Geneva) and is a senior associate at the 
Migration Policy Institute. 

By Susan Low Block 


Judith Areen 


EVERY AREA OF TEIE LAW EXPRESSES IMPLICIT SOCIAL VALUES AND IDEAS ABOUT HUMAN BEHAVIOR, IN DEAN AND 



DEGREES 
A.B. igG6 
Cornell 
J«B- 1969 
Yale 

EXPERIENCE AND AF FILIATIONS 
President's. Reorganization Project, 
Office of Management and Budget 
Fellow, Woodrow Wilson International 
Center for Scholars 
Executive Committee, 

Association of American Law Schools 
Senior Research Fellow, 

Kennedy Institute nf Ethics 
American Law Institute 


COURSES 

Administrative Law; Constitutional Law; 
Family law; Law, Medicine and Ethics 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Coses and Afatwifafs on Family Low 
(4th ed.,i99$ 

tow. Science and Medicine, CO-authdred 
with Patricia A. King, Steven Goldberg, 
Lawrence Gostin, and Alexander 
Morgan, Capron (ad t-d., 1996) 


Professor Judy Areeti’s principal Specialties of family law and bioethics, sue it concerns tire especially close 
to the surface. These subjects deal with fundamental experiences that force us to confront who we are 
and what we hold important. The law’s engagement with these issues demands both a keen appreciation 
of the texture of everyday life and a willingness to address questions of ultimate meaning, 

k is thus not surprising that Dean Areen has been committed to interdisciplinary approaches 
to law from her earliest days at Yale Law School. That conviction was instilled especially in classes with 
Professors Joseph Goldstein and Jay Katz. Their courses on family law and law and psychiatry drew upon 
the social sciences and the humanities, including contributions from Anna Freud, who joined them fora semester. 
Professor Areen’s first jobs after graduation from law school combined law and public policy 
concerns. She worked as a program planner lor higher education in the budget bureau of the New York 
City Mayor’s Office, and then was a fellow and eventual director of the Education Voucher Study for the 
Center of Public Policy in Cambridge, Massachusetts. Her work on education issues prompted an interest 
in teaching. In 1972, she accepted an offer to become the second woman to join the faculty at Georgetown 
University Law Center. 

Professor Areen soon discovered that existing family law casebooks neglected many important 
issues. She supplemented the text with her own material, which eventually became the first edition of Cftscs 
cmd Materials on Family Law. The book was notable for its inclusion of social and behavioral science 
research, the transcript of an actual child custody hearing, and material on what happened to parties after 
their litigation ended. 

Professor Areen’s work on family law was enhanced by a fellowship at the Woodrow Wilson 
International Center for Scholars in 19H8-1989, where she explored the influence of John Locke on Western 
cultures understanding of the family. Jay Katz’s writings sparked Professor Areen’s interest in bioethics. 
•She also served for nine years as professor of community and family medicine, in addition to her position 
on the law faculty. This led ultimately to the casebook Law, Science, ami Medicine, Her other writing in 
this area reflects a wide range of concerns, such as human gene therapy, organ donation, 
the legal issues surrounding the AIDS epidemic, and consent to withhold or withdraw 
medical treatment. 

Finally, Dean Areen’s ongoing interest in ethical deliberation has 
led her to develop with Caryl Bernstein a seminar on judgment and 
decisionmaking. The course includes case studies of difficult dilemmas that 
confront lawyers, as well as works of literature that seek to capture the 
nuances involved in making choices in complex situations. 

Dean Areen describes the tradition at Georgetown as one in 
which the dean comes from and returns to the faculty, taking on responsibility 
akin to a “major committee assignment,” She regards the eollcgialky and 
accessibility intrinsic to such a conception as especially valuable at this time, 
when a major clement of the dean’s role is to support tlie scholarship 
and teaching of a nationally recognized faculty. Judy 
Areen’s commitment to scholarship that draws on the msights of 
many disciplines has been an important asset in helping her fulfill 
that role with distinction. 


By Milton Regttn 



Hope Babcock 


DEGREES 
B.A. 1963 
Smith 

Lt . B . 1966 
Yale 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Member, ClMou-Gore Transition Team 
Director, Institute for Public 
Representation, Georgetown University 
Law Center 

General Counsel, Matronal Audubon 
Society, Washington, o.C, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary. Energy 
and Minerals. U. 5 , Department 
of the interior 

Associate. Lefioeuf, Lamb, Lei by 
& Macfiae, Washington, D.C, 

CODR5ES 

Institute for Public Representation. 
Environmental Law, Environmental 
Research Workshop, Natural 
Resources Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Democracy's Discontent in a Complex 
World: Can Avalanches, Sandpiles. 
and Finches Optimize Michael 
Sandel's Civic Republican Community? 
fl5 Geo. LJ. aoBs (i»/) 

Dual Regulation, Collaborative 
Management, or Layered Federalism: 
Can Cooperative Federalism Models 
From Other Laws Save Our Public 
Lands? 3 Hastings W.-NW. |. of Envti. 
L. & Pol'y 193 (1996) 

Mas the Supreme Court Finally Drained 
the Swamp of Takings Jurisprudence: 
The Impact of Lucas v. South Carolina 
Cartel Council on Wetlands 
and Coastal Barrier Beaches, 
ig Hnrv. Envll. L. Rev. 1 (1995) 

Environmental Justice Clinics: Visible 
Models oF Justice, 14 Stsn. Envtl, 

LJ, 3 [January 1995) 


WHEN PROFESSOR HOPE BABCOCK GRADUATED FROM YALE LAW SCHOOL IK 1966, SHE RACED THE ARRAY OF EMPLOYMENT 
barriers that women law school graduates faced at that time. The question was not what did she want to do 
but, rather, what would she by allowed to do? Tilings only became worse when, a few years later, she took 
part-time status at her law firm to devote more time to caring for Matthew, Iter thou three-year-old son. 

As a female part-timer, she was given some of the loss desirable tasks. One day, however, she 
fortuitously received a responsibility that redirected her career. She was given the job of helping the firm’s 
utility clients deal with the technical reporting requirements of a new statute that Congress bad passed. The 
act was the groundbreaking National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and, as Professor Babcock became familiar 
with it and with the issues at stake, she found her specialty. 

Professor Babcock wanted to practice environmental law in the public interest to help address 
the devastating effects of industrialization and governmental neglect. She fulfilled her goals anti then some. 
She has practiced environmental law from a number of vantage points, including high-level government 
policymaking, private practice, and at the National Audubon Society—ultimately becoming Its general counsel. 
Professor Babcock bus also served over the years on various advisory boards and committees and was a member 
of the ABA Standing Committee on Environmental Law. In these varied positions she has helped shape 
environmental law policy. She participated in some of the most important environmental cases of the past 
25 years, including the EXXON-Valdez litigation and the Supreme Court Takings Clause decision in Lucas 
t South Carolina. Coastal Council, 


As we entered the 1990s, however. Professor Babcock was restless. Khe left the National Audubon 
Society ami came to Georgetown specifically to fulfill three goals. Teaching would give her time to write about 
her experiences in the early days of environmental law and allow her to train the next general Lon of environmental 
lawyers. Professor Babcock also wanted to explore a new idea—developing legal strategies to help local communities 
protect their environment. Professor Babcock particularly wanted to tackle local issues in the District of 
Columbia, her home. She came to Georgetown because it uniquely provided strong support tor these goals, 
particularly in its commitment to have her establish an entirely new clinical program dedicated to teaching 
students environmental law practice. 

Professor Babcock has accomplished all of her goals since coming to the Law Center, and Georgetown 
has the benefit of an environmental justice clinic regarded as a model tor the nation—as well as a colleague who 
contributes widely to the quality of student and faculty life. While at Georgetown, Professor 
Baboock helped develop a new concept, environmental justice—the recognition that poorer 
communities had become environmental dumping grounds because they Incited 
economic and political strength. 

She ami her students have represented citizens in efforts to protect 
children from lead in the environment, to keep trash out of neighborhoods, and to 
preserve areas along the Potomac and Anacostia rivers. For many years, Professor 
Babcock has represented an Indian tribe in southeastern Virginia in an effort to 
protect its land and water rights. Professor Babcock also teaches courses in the core 
environmental curriculum, such as environmental and natural resources law. 

One can only wonder where Professor Babcock intends to go 
to reflect on what she has done at Georgetown, because her work is, if 
anything, more on the cutting edge than ever before. Fortunately, she 
is much too busy to even think about that for some time to come. 

In her spare time, she is an avid tennis player and runner. In 
the interest of full disclosure she confesses to being less 
successful as a cook and gardener and warns that she sings off- 
key and loudly. 

By Steven Goldblait 



Jeffrey Bauman 


DEGREES 
E-A, 19 S 9 
Yale 

MA 1962, LL.fi. tCff.'d 

Yale 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
S^curiLiei And Exchange tOrnmisSE&n 
Private Practice 

Board of Trustees, Shakespeare Theatre 
Board uF Directors, Washington Legal 
Clinic for the Homeless 
Board of Directors, Frederick E. 
AbramSOn Memorial Foundation 

COURSES 

Corporate Law and Securities 
Regulation, Professional Responsibility 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS- 
Several Law Journal Articles 
Concerning Rule iob-5 

Casebook on Corporations, co-author 



] CAN THINK OF NO BETTER WAY TO BEGIN AN ESSAY ABOUT JEFFREY BAUMAN TUAN TO SAY HOW DEEPLY HE CARES 


Eibout his students and colleagues. When ] picture Jeff in my mind’s eye, the image is intensely personal. Hu 
is teaching a student, worrying about how Itost to communicate with his students, or helping a friend at a difficult 
time in his or her life. 1 do not picture him as the lonely scholar poring over learned hocks or lengthy judicial 
opinions or, more accurately these days, staring intently at his computer screen. Jeff does plenty of this. But 
it is sis si means to an end. What motivates Jeff is his desire to educate, to inspire, and to make happier the 
people around him. 

The subject upon which his teaching and scholarship have been focused is the corporation- As 
Jeff conceives of the corporation, it is primarily an instrument through which people who have savings Liiat 
they wish to invest sind people with diverse skills smd interests can cooperate to achieve their goals and provide 
goods and services which are desired by the purchasers of their products, It is, then, very much a story about 
cooperation and the role of the law in providing tire requisite foundation for the cooperative endeavor. 

So there is no surprise in Jeffs choice of subject matter. Moreover, Jeffs choice of the type of 
scholarship in which he Iieis principally engaged is equally unsurprising. Ills vehicle of choice is the casebook. 
IIis objective is to provide the means for ei teacher to communicate to students the fascinating story of the 
corporation as a device for human cooperation, 

Jeffs contribution to the Georgetown University Law r Center community is not, however, limited 
to teaching students about corporations and providing a means for others to teach about corporations, lie has 
devoted much of his energy to finding ways to make the teaching at the Law Center eis good as it can possibly 
bo. As chairman of tile teaching committee, he has organized valuable discussions of how r we might 
improve our pedagogy. As ei member of the library committee, he has been vigilant in seeing to it that 
no opportunity to utilize cutting-edge technology to better communicate with our students has gone unrealised. 

Jeffs concern for our students nmni tests itself in his extraordinary willingness to provide a 
sympathetic car for their descriptions of the uncertainties they face as th 
to decide what kind of life they wish to liEive after leaving law school. lie 
does much good by simply comm unieating to them that lie understands 
the difficulty of the questions they arc facing and wishes them well 
in resolving them. But he does much more. He offers valuable advice 
and assistance in the students’ efforts to secure appropriate 
employment opportunities. Most dramatically, he actually conducts 
a great many mock interviews in which he plays the interviewer. 1 
regret that there are no tapes of these interviews. I would be delighted 
to see how Jeff portrays the peculiarities of the people sent forth by their 
firms to find people whom, in all relevant senses, will “fit in." 

1 have left the most Important point for last. Jeff is a 
caring and loyal friend. Once again he has Ijccii a gt>od teacher. And 
his teaching hits been of the must powerful kind. He has shown us 
by example how it member of a faculty should behave toward 
his colleagues. As a beneficiary of Ins understanding and his 
kindness, it seems entirely appropriate that 1 conclude by 
thanking Jeff for being who he is. 


sy try 



By Warren Schwartz 
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Susan Low Bloch 


DEGREE 

BJC 

Smith 

M A. Ph D., |.D, 

University of Michigan 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerfc, Justice Thurgqqd 
Marshall, Lt.S, Supreme Court 
Lew Clerk, Judge S. Rtrbsnson, 

U.S. Court of Appeals For (lie 
D.C, Circuit 

Editor, Michigan Law Review, 

University of Michigan 
Member. Judicial: Nominating 
Commission for the District of Columbia 

Fellow, Om tor Institute for Ihe Study 
of Law aud Biology 

COURSES 

Federal Courts, Constitutional law. 
Supreme Court Seminar, 
Communkalions Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATION'S 
Supreme Court Politics; The Institution 
OflCf Its Procedures 
Numerous Law Review Articles on 
Constitutional Law and Communications 



IT IS NOT UNUSUAL TO FIND INDIVIDUALS WITH A DEEP CONCERN FOR PEOPLE TEACHING CONSTITUTIONAL LAW AT 
Geui^town University Law Center or .serving on the Judicial Nominating Commission of the District of Columbia, 
However, the path that Professor Susan Low Bloch has taken to get to these positions Is anything hut ordinary 
and offers an interesting lesson for students who think it essential to plan their careers years in advance. 

Professor Bloch's adventure began lu 1962 when she entered Smith College. Although her first interest 
was Latin American studies, Professor Bloch decided instead to major in math. In hindsight she realized 
that her switch was pro!>ably motivated by her groat admiration for her math teacher, the first and only 
female professor Sue had. Alice Dickerson was an outstanding role model who showed that it was possible 
to combine professional is til with marriage and a family. “I thought she had it all,” Sue says. Professor Bloch 
switched her major to mathematics, concentrating in the new field of computer science. Sue graduated in 
1966 among the top Hi students in her class, and went on to earn advanced degrees in math and in computer 
and communication science. 

While Sue has remained fascinated by the intersection of computer science and human behavior, she 
realized after a few years that practical applications in this field would take decades, Seeking a career that 
would more directly help people, she entered the University of Michigan Law School. Sue's journey through 
the law school was a tourde force. She served as an editor of the Michigan Lcat>Review f and graduated summa 
cum ktudCi with the highest grade point average in the history of the Michigan Law School. 

After law school, Sue clerked first for Spotlswood Robinson on the U S. Court of Appeals for the P C. 
Circuit, and then for Supreme Court Justice Thurgoud Marshall. She was particularly struck by Justice 
Marshall's passionate dissents in eases involving downtrodden individuals whom, he believed, were being 
denied their constitutional rights. She became personally close to Justice Marshall; when 
he died in 1993, Hue sensed as one of tile pallbearers. 

Sue followed her clerks hips with four years of law practice at Wilmer, 

Cutler & Pickering. Finally, in 1982, the Law Center succeeded in bringing 
Sue aboard. Her career here has shown all the intensity, diversity, and quality 
that her record promised. Hue has concentrated her scholarship and leaching oil 
constitutional law; in particular, on questions relating to the structure of 
government. When the House of Representatives sought advice from 
constitutional scholars during the recent impeachment proceeding, Sue 
was one of 19 professors (and the only woman) asked to testify. 

hi her teaching, Sue is most proud of the Sojxreme Court 
seminar she offers every year, a course in which she carl take full 
advantage of being in Washington. Sue has also played a key role 
in developing Georgetown's Supreme Court Institute. 

As part of her public service, Sue has helped the U.S. 

Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia plan a number 
of judicial conferences. She has served the D.C, Baron issues 
of professional responsibility, sitting on tile Killies Committee 
and the Judicial Evaluation Committee, Recently, she was 
chosen as a member of the city's Judicial Nominating 
Commission, which recommends individuals to the president 
for appointment to the D.G. courts. Noted lor her expertise 
in constitutional law. Sue appears frequently oil nation a E 
television and is often quoted in the press. 

A scholar who publishes in diverse fields, a 
teacher, a devotee of public service, a devoted mother and 
wife, a wonderful col league. Perhaps, the best way for me to 
describe Hue is to return to her description of her favorite 
Smith math professor, “She has it all.' 1 


By Richard Diamond 




M. Gregg Bloche 


DEGREES 

WHAT DO AMERICANS WANT FROM HEALTH CARE—AND FROM HEALTH LAW? CAN MARKETS, COURTS, AND 
regulators mold a health system that is lean—but not mean? Those questions animate Gregg Bloche’s teaching 
and scholarship on the law of health care provision. In a series of essays in the Stanford and California Law 
Reviews as well as a book. The Privatisation of Health Care Reform , Bloche sets out his vision for the future 

E.A. 1^77 

Columbia 

of health law. This vision makes ample space for markets and efficiency, hut it challenges prevailing conceptions 
on both the left and the right about how to make rational health policy, 

M,D. 1984, |.D. 1987 

Yale 

Bloche served on the National Academy of Sciences, Institute of Medicine Committee on Racial 
Disparities in Health Care, and his thinking about the role of clinical uncertainty, bounded rationality, and 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

discretion in medicine played a large role in the Committees report, released last spring. The report was criticized 
by some who insist that charges of racially disparate treatment remain unproven and others who said the 

Nation al Academy of Sciences, 

Institute of Medicine, Committee on 
Understand Ins and Eliminating Racial 
and Ethnic Disparities In Health Care 

feOOO’CO), 

Committee failed to sufficiently condemn racism. But The New ibrfc Times, The IVoshltigton Post, and other 
news media gave the report extensive coverage, accompanied by highly favorable editorials, and follow-up 
proposals are now pending in Congress. Bloche also coordinated and coauthored the Health Law, Policy, and 
Ftliics Scholars' amicus brief to the U.S, Supreme Court in Pegram v. Herd rich, on the question of whether 

American Association for the 

Advancement of Science, Committee 
□n Scientific Freedom & Responsibility 
(2002-05), 

the Employees Retirement Income Security Act (ERISA) limits financial rewards to physicians for frugal 
practice. The Court rejected the briefs call for a “yes” answer but adopted (and eked) the briefs argument 
that I1MO physician-gatekeepers should he subject to state tort liability, 

Bloche s recent work on the regulators governance of the managed care revolution lias been supported 

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation 

Investigator Award in Health Policy 

Research 

bva Robert Wood Johnson. Foundation Investigator Award in Health Policy Research, fits interest in institutional 
behavior took llight during his college years as a reporter and editor for Columbia's daily newspaper, where 

Board of Directors, Physicians for 

Human Rights, -1904-2000. 

Resident Physician and Fellow In 
Psychiatry, tolumbla-Presbyterian 

Medical Center (1965-39) 

he wrote a series of exposes on the university's budgeting process, the hiring and firing of deans, and the fight 
over coeducation. After graduating, he spent a year as an economics reporter for the Dallas Times Herald, 
covering the airline and energy industries. 

Bloche then entered Vale Medical School, more interested, lie admits, in public policy questions 
than in hanging out a shingle someday. Following his first year, he traveled through China, financing ,-,/WSfiE 
the crip with a syndicated series for The Washington Post and other newspapers on public health gSgwj ylJB 

COURSES 

policy after Mao. Turning down an offer to join The Washington Post, Bloche returned to Yale, HW ^ 

Health Law and Policy, 

Legal Instice, Administrative Law, 

Government Processes 

where his interest in public policy led iu a decision to pursue a joint degree with the law school. BBT 

After completing a residency in psychiatry, he joined the Law Center’s faculty J™ 

The design of institutions lias also been a focus of Professor Bloche's pro bono work 
at the interface between health and international law. lie has advised South Africa’s Truth and 1 ^ J 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Reconciliation Commission on restructuring the country's post-apartheid health sector, ^ 

Trust and Bel royal in the Medical 
Marketplace, 55 STAN. L REV, (2002), 

The Invent fen of Heaftir Law, 91 CALIF. 

L, REV. (forthcoming in 2.003). 

been a consultant to the World Health Organization on development of a global 
human rights program, investigated physician complicity in torture and other MM 

abuses in [’mguay and the former Soviet (’nion, and served on Tile board M \ 
of directors of Physicians lor Human Rights 1 winch shared the IW7 . - BL 4 \ 

One Step Ahead of the Law, in THE 

PRIVATIZATION Of HEALTH CARE 

REFORM; LEGAL AMD REGULATORY 
PERSPECTIVES (M. G. Bloche ed. 

2003) (Oxford Univ. Press). 

Nobel ^ M, MM , 

Teacher. 1L Doe Bloche. " as he ■ „ fl ^ 

lately known, aspires "to get students to think v^vAtH 

itidepeinL-ntly and skeptically alumr Things dk.y ymz 

WTO Deference to ft at tone! Health 

Poiicy: Toward an interpretive 

Principle, 5 J. INT'L ECQH. L. (forth¬ 
coming In 2002). 

have never wondered about before.'' l-'or Bloche. 
rile law's underlying, oft-ooiiflieriiig purposes 
require the patience of an archeologist to 

Pate and Discretion in American 

Medicine, 1 Yale |, Health Policy, L_ r & 
Ethics 95 (2001). 

penetrate and understand. Ways of doing 
things are always shifting, and it is habits of 

thinking arid questioning that must be ... 1 

mastered, rather than answers. 

1 ? ,r J / r> yl / jij J.-. j / Jr I l/jj / .... ,■ ^ 1 tL • \ . ' - J 
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By Heathcote Wales 



Peter Byrne 


ba 1973 

NorlhwesCern 

MA 1975 , 1 . 0 . 1979 
University of Virginia 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Law clerK to Judge Frank Coffin 
Law derk to Juiticc Lewis Powell 
Associate at Covington & Burling 

COURSES 

Constitutional Law. Property, Higher 
Education Law, Land Use Regulation, 
Historic Preservation Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Academic Freedom of Part-Time Faculty. 
27 J.C. £ ILL. 5B3 (2001) 

Are Suburbs Ltocgn&tltutiunal? 

Ss Gw, l, J, a 265 1*997) 
ten Arguments for the Abolition 
of the Regulatory Takings Doctrine, 
a* Ecology L.Q, 90 (1995! 

Green Property, 7 Const. 

Commentary 239 (1990) 

Academic Freedom, A "Special 
Concern of the First Amendment' 1 
99 Yale L. J, 251 (19&9) 


THE OUTSTANDING LAW PROFESSOR IS MOST OFTEN THE FACULTY MEMBER WHO MERGES EXCELLENCE IN TEACHING 
and scholarship. For some, it is path breaking legal scholarship chat then enlivens the classroom. For others, 
the creative spark is realized first through curricular innovation that triggers original legal scholarship. 
For Associate Dean and Professor Peter Byrne, however, the objective during the past to years at the 
Georgetown University Law Center has been far more ambitious, lie has worked towards fostering an 
entire law school community where faculty and students arc intellectually engaged and thriving in 
classroom learning, scholarly activity, and public service. 

Rarely does one hear a faculty member speak enthusiastically of work on Faculty committees or 
on law school administrative matters. But Peter Byrne does. He sees some of his most important work on the 
faculty as his work as a member and frequent chair of the faculty appointments committee, likely the most 
demanding of all faculty committee assignments, lie lias sought through the identification, evaluation, and 
appointment of entrvdevel and lateral faculty hires to combine the law school’s already prestigious faculty with 
new hires. This work has helped Georgetown create the very best faculty of law scholars and teachers in the 
nation. As associate dean for tile J. 1), Program, Peter focused his sights on a major revamping of the upperelass 
curriculum to emphasize more engaged and active learning by students.. Now he serves as faculty director of 
the new Georgetown Environmental Law and Policy Institute 

For his faculty colleagues, students in his classroom, and the professional staff. Professor Byrne's 
laugh is likely his most distinguishing personal characteristic. It is infectious and disarming and 
it sends a clear message throughout the law school community of support, respect, and good cheer. 
But it is also misleading. It provides little hint that Peter is a product of “The Bronx.” Nor docs it suggest 
the full extent of his extraordinary professional accomplishments—a law student graduating first in his 
class at the University of Virginia, a Supreme Court clerk with Justice Lewis Powell, and a distinguished 
legal scholar on wide ranging issues of academic freedom and property law. Just behind that laugh lies 
both a gourmet chef and an exceedingly rigorous thinker whose critical analysis has greatly benefited his 
Georgetown students and faculty colleagues alike. 

It is not surprising that Professor Byrne describes himself as “a crazy person for higher 
education." lie is “thrilled to he in it” because he views it as a “place where serious intellectual inquiry informs 
personal development.” When he joined the Georgetown law faculty in 1985, however, he did so without 
any firm sense that he would remain on the faculty for so long. He and his wife, Karen, 
were then just beginning their family (they now have three children), and were not 
yet committed to Washington, D C. But Peter lias come to love Georgetown and 
especially its commitment to scholarship, to justice, to eoUeglality, and to the Jesuit 
tradition of educating the “whole person." 

Professor Peter Byrne’s strong commitment to the establishment of a 
nurturing, supportive community at Georgetown as well as in his neighborhood 
and church on Capitol ITill binds together his professional and personal lives. 
It plainly influences bis teaching of property law, which he perceives 
to be an important vehicle for community building. And 
it is a dominant theme in much of his scholarship, 
particularly in his work on legal issues raised in the unique 
academic community present in institutions for higher 
learning. But his most outstanding contribution here 
at Georgetown remains his success in fostering an 
intellectual community of the highest caliber. 



By Rickard Lazarus 



Angela Campbell 


DEGREES 
E.A. 1976 
Hampshire 
J.D. 1981 

University of Californio at Los Angelos 

LL.M. 1933 

Georgetown 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Trial Attorney, CDmiminrcgliDns and 
Finance Section, Antitrust Division, 
United States Department of Justice 
Associate, fisher, WayLaruJ, 

Cooper R Leader 

Graduate Fellow, Institute for Public 
Representation, Georgetown University 
Law Center 

COURSES 

Institute for Public Representation, 
Comparative Media Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Self-Resulalfon and Ihe Media, 

51 fed. Comm, L. J, 711 C7999J 
Ads2Kids.c0m: Should Government 
Regulate Advertising to Children 
on the World Wide Web?, 

33 Gonz. L Rev. 311 IjpgS) 

Lessons From Oz: Quantitative 
Guidelines for Children's Educational 
Television, 20 Comm./Enl. 119 (1997) 
Universal Semce Provisions; 

The "Ugly Duckling” of the 1996 Act, 
2 9 Conn, L. Rev. 1S7 (1996) 

Teaching Advanced Legal Writing 
In a Law School Clinic, 24 Seton Hall 
L. Rev. dsj (1993) 



"MBLrtA IS OUR INFRASTRUCTURE, COMMUNICATIONS LAW IS BO IMPORTANT rtECAl.SE IT AFFECTS EVERYTH INC ELSE,’ 1 
says Professor Angela Campbell, the director of the communications law project of the Institute for Public 
Representation. Professor Campbell's keen interest In communications began at Hampshire College. There 
she was not only directly involved iti television production work but she was also involved with cable 
franchising, combining her interest in communication with public interest work. At UCLA School of Law, 
her interest continued as she was editor-in-chief of the Federal Communications Ixvw Journal and was 
involved in a conference on the future of network television. 

After law school, Campbell channeled her interests in communications and public representation 
as a graduate fellow in the Institute for Public Representation here at Georgetown. As a fellow in I PR, she 
worked on a variety of projects involving communications law and policy. She continued to flourish in her 
field as an associate at Fisher, Way]and, Cooper & Leader and then as a trial attorney with the Communications 
and Finance Section at the Department of Justice. Campbell’s move from the Justice Department to Georgetown 
as an associate professor at the institute of Public Representation was a natural progression. As an expert in 
communications law, Campbell could now use her knowledge to teach students to represent citizens* groups 
in Federal Communications Com mission and court proceedings relating to communications policy, 

I PR is a perfect fit for Campbell It allows her to combine interests in communications law and 
public interest and teach them to second- and third-year and graduate law students. She enjoys teaching 
skills that will serve students well when they practice law. She teaches seminars but says the students do 
most of their intensive learning in small group meetings. The students seem to thoroughly appreciate her 
efforts, especially the one-on-one attention they receive as they discuss the issues, interact with Campbell 
and clients, and receive feedback. As a result of Campbell’s dedication and talents, the students can see her 
enthusiasm and say she is a “dynamic resource.’ 1 

Professor Campbell also teaches a seminar in comparative media law. In tliis seminar, students 
work and present papers comparing media law in two or more countries, Campbell herself has traveled abroad 
to research and compare communications policy and to give speeches. She also 
teaches tt summer program oil comparative media law and technology at 
Oxford University. 

When Campbell is not immersed in communications law or 
teaching students, she spends time with her husband and two children. 

By Diana Don shoe 





























Barry Garter 


DECREES 

fl-A. 1964 

Stanford 

M.F.A. 1 $66 

Princetan 

l-D- 

Me 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Deputy Under Secretary at Commerce 
tor Export Administralion 
and U.SrVicp Chair to Secretary 
of Defense William Perry 
on bilateral committees with 
Russia and other former Soviet states 
Executive Director end Executive 
Vic# President* American Society 
of International Lew 

Visiting Professor, Stanford Uriverslty 
Law School 

Senior counsel. Senate Select 
Committee on intelligence Activities 
Program analyst. Dr. Henry Kissinger's 
national Security Council staff 
Lieutenant, U.S, Army 

COURSES 

Internationa! Law I, International Law II, 
Antitrust Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
interiratfonat Low, co-author. Aspen 
Law & Business (4th ed., a003) 
Internationa! Law: Selected Documents, 
Aspen Law & Business {5th pd„ 2003) 

forenwrfoiwf flwsfoess Transactions, 
co-author (forthcoming) 
folevncrtfonaf fCOrtOmfo Sanctions: 
Improving the Haphazard U.S. Legal 
Regime, Cambridge Univ. Press (1968) 
International Law and Institutions 
for a New Age, with John Ba rto n, 
fii Geo. L.J. 535 (1993) 


PROFESSOR BARRY CARTER IS HARDLY THE ONLY PRACTITIONER OF THAT OTSIDE-THB-BELTWAY PHENOMENON KNOWN 
as the “revolving door" between government service and the private sector, but he is surely one of the most 
successful at building a career that coni bines the best of public policy activism and academic reflection. 

Returning to Georgetown in 1996 after being a senior official in the U.S, government. Barn 1 has 
resumed his responsibilities as a teacher, as a scholar and the co-author of the best-selling international law 
casebook, and as a key contributor to the Law Center’s growth as a world-class center of international law activities, 

Barry’s personal odyssey began in California—and he still shows signs of being a native son. lie 
graduated Phi Beta Kappa from Stanford University in 1964, but the East Coast soon began its insidious pull 
on him. He earned a master's degree in economies and public policy from Princeton's Woodrow Wilson School 
in 1966, and his J D. from Yale in 1969, where he was projects editor of the Yale Law Journal, 

After graduation, he made an early foray into government service. Starting as an Army 
lieutenant, he was a program analyst in the Pentagon and then served on Dr. Henry Kissinger's National Security 
Council staff, working on NATO and arms control, Barry followed that with a fellowship at Harvard’s Kennedy 
School of Government, several years in trial and appellate practice in law firms, and a year with the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence Activities. 

Professor Carter joined the Georgetown faculty in 1979, but also kept involved in public 
policy—participating in the 1984 Moudale-Fcrraro campaign, serving as executive director of the American 
Society of International Law (ASIL), and working in the 1992 Clinton-Gore campaign on the North American 
Tree Trade Agreement. 

The call to full-time public service came again in July 1993. Barry became the acting under 
secretary and then deputy under secretary of the Commerce Department in the bureau that administers and 
enforces several trade laws. During his three years there. Professor Carter helped streamline U.S, export 
controls—•& task he was uniquely well-qualified for, since he had literally “written the hook” on the subject. 
Elis International Economic Sanctions ; Improving the Haphazard U.S. Legal Regime (1988) had won the 
annual ASIL award for the outstanding new book In international law. 

Barry takes special pride in also serving during this time as U.S. vice chair to Secretary of 
Defense William Perry' on bilateral defense conversion committees with Russia, Kazakhstan, Ukraine, Belarus, 
Uzbekistan, and China. lie worked to help convince these countries that the carrot of Western commercial 
engagement, often including joint ventures with U.S. companies, was worth the price of converting their 
defense industries to civilian production, 

At Georgetown. Barn' teaches both international law and antitrust 
law. His teaching international law is facilitated by having written the 
casebook: International Law (4th ed., 2003), which has been adopted by 
professors in over 70 law schools. Parry is now hard at work on a new 
casebook on International Business Transactions , Barry’s teaching and 
many publications reflect his overriding objective to make international law 
fascinating and relevant. His students have found him to he accessible, 
committed, and caring. 

Barry is married to Kathleen Ambrose, the vice president for 
international affairs for a major trade association. They have two children: 

Gregory, a budding baseball star and serious student, and Meghan, an enthusiastic 
horseback rider and lacrosse player, who has also reintroduced her parents to the 
whole animal kingdom. When Barry isn't helping out with the children’s activities, 
he is an avid tennis player, describing himself as “California average.” 

By David Kop low 
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Sheryll Cashin 


DEGREES 
B.E. 1384 
Vidd-ertullr 
M A, 338C1 

St Catherines College, Oxford 
JO. 193$ 

Harvard 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Empowerment Zones, HUD, ^signed 
to Vice President Gore 
Director. Community Development, 
National Economic Council, 

The White House 

Law Clark, Justice Thurgood Marshall, 

U. 5 . Supreme Court 

Law Clerk Judge Abner Mikva, 

Li. 5 . Courts of Appeals, D. C. Circuit 

Associate, Slrote & Permutt, RC„ 
Birmingham, Alabama 


COURSES 

Administrative Law; Constitutional Law 3; 
Property; Urban Policy, 
■MetmpoLitanism, and the Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUB L 1C AT ION S 

drifting Apart: Wow Wealth amf Pace 
Segregate ore Reshaping the 
American Dream, Public Affairs 
(3003) 

Privatized Communities and the 
“■Secession of the Successful'*; 
Democracy and Fairness Beyond the 
Gale, Symposium, 38 FonJham Urban 
LJ, 167 s (soot) 

Middle-Class Slack Suburbs and the 
State of Residential integration: A 
PttsH ntegration 1 st Vision for 
Metropolitan American, B 6 Cornell L.J. 
719 (sooi) 

Localism, Self Interest and the 
Tyranny of the Favored Quarter; 
Addressing the Barriers to New 
Regfenall&m, Geo, L I- 19BS (awo) 

Federalism, Welfare Reform and 
the Minority Poor: Accounting for 
the Tyranny of State Majorities, 

99 Colum. L Rev, 952 (1999). 


WHEN YOU WALK INTO SHERYLL CASH IN'S OFFICE, YOU WILL IMMEDIATELY SEE PHOTOGRAPHS AND WORKS OF ART 
that give you hints about the person who works there. One of the first photos you will see is of a little girl, no 
more than 7 years old, at the front of what is clearly a civil rights march. That photo of Sheryll, surrounded by 
her parents and brothers, walking to commemorate the anniversary of the assassination of Martin Luther King 
and to support voting rights in Alabama, is emblematic of her early years and tells us much about her journey 
since then, Sheryll’s mother was the deputy director of a community action agency, providing services to poor 
Alabamians for over 20 years. Her rather. Dr. John Cashin, the greatest influence In her life, was a dentist and 
founder of the National Democratic Party of Alabama—an alternative party active In the 1960s and 1970s. Sherylls 
childhood was one of political rallies, stump .speeches, and trips through the state of Alabama On behalf of NDFA, 
Her hither would eventually run for governor against George Wallace, spearheading the election of scores of African- 
Americans to local offices throughout the state. Working for the disenfranchised was full-time work for the Cashin 
family and Sheryll never lost her zeal for it. It also spurred a lifelong interest in policy work that would lead her 
first into polities and then to Georgetown. 

Other influences from her early life continue to reverberate through her work. Because she grew 
up in Huntsville. Alabama, home of the Redstone space arsenal, she was surrounded by the children of engineers 
and attended a high school that stressed science and math. Sheryll attended Vanderbilt University on an 
honor scholarship, graduating suftDWE cum laude in electrical engineering. While the lure of polities and the 
influences of her activist upbringing soon displaced engineering, the habits of mind acquired from licr 
scientific training arc still present in her work. 

As with many college graduates, the desire to have an impact on national policy led Sheryll 
first to Oxford as a Marshall Scholar and then to Harvard Law School where she graduated cum f etude- 
First came a clerkship with Abner Mikva, a judge on the D.C- Circuit. After that followed a Supreme Court 
clerkship with the venerable Thurgood Marshall, where the traits of perseverance, humor, and service, all 
learned long ago in Alabama, were reinforced on a daily basis by this great justice. After practicing law in 
Alabama for a year, Sheryll came to Washington in 1992 to work with the Presidential Transition Office, 
then w r ent to the National Economic Council in the White House and finally to the Office of the Vice President 
before coming to Georgetown in 1996- 

Photographie mementos of all of these milestones line the walls of her office. But 
equally prominent is a large painting of a jazzman, a little-known saxophone player, over 
her desk. In the corner of the painting is the artist’s name, Sheryll Cashin. SherylDs work 
at Georgetown is the convergence of all of these influences—political activist, policy 
specialist, servant of the people, scientist, artist, and scholar. Sheryll begins her articles 
like an artist, first creating the under painting, next drawing the outlines of the pieces 
and tracing the whole form before beginning to add die detail. Thun comes the |X>litieal 
analysis of theory, drawing not just on legal sources, but also on economic and political 
science literature, relying heavily on the quantitative analysis and empirical data 
so important to a scientist, In a recent work on decentralizing political power in 
the contest of welfare reform, Sheryll tests conventional theories of federalism, 
looking to other disciplines and to political realities to debunk accepted conventional 
wisdom. She offers an alternative vision for decentralizing welfare authority that she 
believes better fits the empirical realities of state and national polities, 

Sheryll believes that her life as a Georgetown professor fulfills, 
her ambitions to serve the disenfranchised poor and to affect policy. ^ 

She believes policy advocacy can benefit from intellectual rigor 
and that the legal academy can benefit from closer attention 
to empirical facts. ’While site has not discarded the possibility 
of returning to public life from time to time, she sees her 
academic career as but another means to an end for which 
she has been preparing all her life. 


By Wallace Mlyniec 
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Richard Chused 


DEGREES 
BA 1965 
Brown 
J.D. lyt-E 

Untvfcrsity of Chicago 


EXPERIENCE AND A F TI LI AT 10 N S 

Rutgers University School oF Law, 
1968-1973 

Georgetown University Law Center, 1973- 

Soclety of American Law Teachers" 

Board of Governors, 1982’ 19941 
Web master, 2001-present 
Member. Organization 
oF Am erica n Historians, 

American Historical Association, 
American Society For Legal History 

COURSES 

Copyright, Family Law, Gender 
and Law in American History. Property 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Landlord-tenant Court in New York CFty 
at the tarn oF the Nineteenth Century, 
In .Prtwte taw and Social Inequality 
in the Industrial Age: Comparing Legal 
Cultures irt Britain, France, Germany 
and the United States , W'LI ib al d 
Steinmetz (ed.) Oxford University 
Press (2000) 

Coses, AfoteriWs and Fro We ms 
in Properly, Matthew Bender & Co. 

(2d ed., 1999} 

A Copyright Anthology: 

The Technology Frontier, An derson 
Publishing Co. (199&) 

A Property Anthology, Anderson 
Publishing Co. (2d ed., 1997} 
PrvWeArts in Public Places: A Social 
History of Divorce in the Formative 
EfO of American Family Low , University 
of Pennsylvania Press (1990) 


PROFESSOR RICHARD CHUSED PURSUES STRONG INTERESTS WITH PASSION AND CREATIVITY. AS A TEACHER AND 



scholar, he combines caring and commitment with an abiding curiosity. Ills interests reflect both his 
evolution and his distinct identity. 

A 1968 graduate of the University of Chicago Law School, Professor Chused began teaching 
immediately at Rutgers in that fateful year. Early clinical work in landlord-tenant: law and housing discrimination 
kindled an interest in the changing face of property law and prepared him to accept an offer from 
Georgetown to teach property in 1973. The transition to Washington was eased by his lawyer wife, Elizabeth 
Danger, securing a position as an aide to Congresswoman Bella Ahzug. 

Professor Cliused’s approach to property has been shaped by his clinical experience, his 
commitment to law reform, and his blooming expertise in legal history. Mis teaching materials on property, 
first published in 1978, uniquely emphasize the context from which property rules evolve. Early editions 
focused on the litigation process (including, for example, trial court documents), but later editions have also 
considered the broader historical and social contexts which give rise to legal rules and institutions. 

This emphasis on social context is not surprising in a teacher who is a nationally recognized 
scholar in the history of gender and the law. Tins historical interest was stimulated by conversations with 
colleague and friend Professor Wendy Williams, and curiosity about the origins of those legal practices struck 
down by the Supreme Court as unconstitutional sex discrimination. These conversations and subsequent 
research developed into a now legendary eo-taught seminar on gender and legal history and numerous 
articles that have helped shape the field. Such collegiality and success at mastering interdisciplinary 
materials captures something both characteristic and admirable about the Georgetown faculty. 

Professor Chused has played many roles within the faculty, but two require mention here. First, he 
has been the dear leader on the faculty in adapting new technology to teaching and research. This dates back to 
the early 1.980s, when he was the first faculty member to revise an artide on a word processor (having to first 
type his draft into the system in a photocopy room). More recently he has been helping 
faculty to design and use course Web pages, so as to enhance student-faculty 
discussion of issues raised in class. Characteristically, lie encouraged Georgetown 
to develop its own software to support such pages, helping the school become a 
national leader in implementing Web tuchnologv to enhance the classroom 
learning experience. Second, he lias put his avocation in architecture to crucial 
institutional ends, by playing key roles on the faculty committees that chose 
architects and oversaw the highly successful planning for the Williams Library, 

Gewira Student Center, the expansion of McDonough Hall, and the athletic, library, 
and office facilities now under construction. 

Jn recent years, Professor Chused and Elizabeth have taken a new interest 
in their Jewish heritage. Growing from a son's interest in reading for his bar-mltzvah 
they have become serious students of Hebrew and active participants in the life 
of a conservative congregation In Washington, Professor Chused proudly chanted 
Torah in the synagogue for his 25tli wedding anniversary. The Chused family 
also hosts Law Center students in their home for Shabbat. 

From what has been written, it is easy to conclude that 
Professor Chused r s career to date has exemplified what makes the 
Georgetown faculty unique, lint the real point is stronger. In his 
concern for social justice, his creativity and collegiality, and his 
interdisciplinary focus. Professor Chused has hel]>ed to create 
the collective identity for which the faculty is widely 
admired in legal academia. 


By Peter Byrne 


Julie Cohen 


DEGREES 

ASA RESULT OF HER UNDERGRADUATE STUDIES AT HARVARD-RADCLIFFE IN TI1E HISTORY OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, 
Professor Julio Cohen developed an enduring fascination with the ways in which cultural factors and the 
trajectory of technological development interact. She went to law school—also at Harvard — to broaden her 
understanding of the dynamic relationships between science, culture, and government. Although Professor 

A.B. iyE6 

Uarvard-Riidcliffe 

Cohen initially intended to focus her academic career on 1 tied Leal and biotechnology policy, she became 
interested in the policy implications of digital technologies after taking a class in copyright law. Her fate was 

J.O- i» 9 i 

Harvard 

sealed when, as a federal judicial clerk, she participated in one of the most important software copyright eases 
of the decade. The amicus briefs fifed by legal academics in that case convinced her that the study of law often 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

could illuminate the issues in real disputes. 

Professor Cohen is one of a small group of bright, young scholars integrating their technological 

Advisory Span) Member, Electronic 

Privacy Information Center (epk.org) 

Assistant Professor, University 0-f 

Pittsburgh School of Law 

Associate, Mctutchcn, Coyle, &rewn & 

Eiiers on 

expertise with a deep understanding of Intellectual property law. Her current work focuses on intellectual 
property rights in computer software and digital works, and on the intersection of copyright, privacy, and 
the hirst Amendment in cyberspace. She has become a nationally recognized expert on the conflicts 
between the public’s need for access to intellectual property and the preferences of many copyright owners 
to control access Co their property bv use of contracts and technological fencing devices. Her seminal articles 
on the right of World Wide Web surfers to read and browse anonymously, and the difficulties of preserving 

Law Clerk, Hon. Stephen Reinhardt, U, 3 . 

Court ot Appeals for (he Ninth Circuit 

copyright fair use rules in the face of calls for freedom of contract on the Internet, brought her to the attention 
of the Law Center faculty, which she joined in 1999, 

COURSES 

Despite her relatively recent arrival at Georgetown, Professor Cohen's 
presence has had an enormous impact on tlie Law Center, Her technical 

Copyright Law, Theories of Information 
Ownership, Trademark and Unfair 

Competition Law 

expertise and Knowledge of the Internet lias led the school to extensively 
revise its policies ott faculty use oj the Law fenters Web site anti cm external 

1 access to the quickly growing list of Law Gunter course and seminar 

REPRESENTATIVE PUSH CATIONS 

Web pages. In her teaching, Professor Cohen is demonsrrtiting to her 
faculty colleagues how to better integrate technology and education, She 

Copyright T U 1 0 Slotml inforrwthrr 

Economy^ with Lydia lorcn, Ruth 

Okediji, & Maureen O'Ponrhe, Aspen 

Law ft Business (2002) 

Hi regularly seeks to combine the strengths of traditional Law school 
* pedagogy with newer techniques utilizing group-based learning and network 

^ technology. She believes that a humanized SocrattO method is an important 

Copyright and the Perfect Curve, 53 

Vand. L. Rev, 1 799 (2000) 

Examined Lives: International Privacy 
and the Subject as Object. 52 

Stan. L. Rev. 1373 (iood) 

technique for preparing students to meet the performance-oriented demands 
of law practice. At the same time, however, she uses role-playing activities and a 
a variety of technological tools, such as threaded discussion lists and 

~^R l Tjfei. online information resources, to broaden the opportunities for 

\ student participation both within and outside the classroom. In 

Lochiier in Cyberspace: The New ^Kj 
Economic Orthodoxy of "Rights I 
Maflagement,"' 97 Mich. L. Rev. 

4*2 (199&) 

V /%, f \ hUM, professor Cohen started a colloquium series in 

\ a | yi Inidfeetuiil Property and Technology Low, which brings to tile 

A W | j y l.nw Genter outside speakers who are doing eniiing-cdge 

I jj^H i,l suholarship in these fields. 


Professor Cohen is excited by the faculty’s 
strong tradition of involvement in policymaking and 
public service and the Law Center's location in Washington, 
D.C. The combination creates the perfect environment 
^ for her to study and influence the development of 
intellectual property law and technology policy. 

mL By Richard Chased 
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Stephen Cohen 


DEGREES 
A.B. 1967 
Amherst 

J.D. 1971 
Me 

EXPERIENCE AN & AFFILIATIONS 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
Tor Human Rights 

Teaching positions, Rutgers, Wisconsin, 
and Stanford Law Schools 

Corporate secretary and. board 
member! Southern Africa Enterprise 
Development Fund 

Academic advisory board, international 
Human Rights Law Group 
Freelance journalism for The New 
Yorker, The Hew York Times, 

The Washington Post, The Itew 
Republic, The Nation, The Baltimore 
Sun, The Christian Science Monitor, 

The Los Angeles Times. 

The International Herald Tribune 


COURSES 

Basic Federal Income Taxation, Taxation 
of Corporations and Shareholders, 

Tax Policy, South African System 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Even Before Enron: The Income Tax, 

The S&L Crisis, and Deceptive 
Accounting at the Supreme Court, Green 
Bag ad £2002) 

Hester Prynne, Lydia Bennet, & Section 
306 Stock: The Concept of Tainting in 
The American Novel, The British Novel, 
& The Internal Revenue code, 5 Green 
Bag ad 5 £2001) 

The Vanishing Case lor Rat 
Tax Reform: Growth, Inequality, 

Saving and Simplification, 33 Val, 

U. L. Rev, 3 £1999} 

Discrimination Against Damages 
for Unlawful Discrimination: 

The Supreme Court, Congress, and 
The Income Tex, co-author, 35 Harv. J. 
of Legix a 47 C199® 


LIKE EVERY DISTINGUISHED LAW SCHOOL, GEORGETOWN' LAW CENTER CULTIVATES—DESPITE ALL THE CHANGES IK 



the legal profession and our society—one great tradition. The law is a discipline in which everything can he 
questioned, in which Socrates reborn would find himself entirely at heme. Each of our colleagues (and I write 
as a non-lawyer who has learned a great deal from all of them) embodies chat tradition in her or his way. 
No one strikes me as a more self-conscious hearer of it than Stephen Cohen, His intellectual and moral 
relentlessness may at times make some uneasy—but they end the better for it. 

Professor Cohen entered academic life immediately after leaiang law school, but a call to public 
sendee in the Carter Administration has had large consequences for his work. Serving first on the Policy 
Planning Staff at the State Department, he later became a deputy assistant secretary of state lor human rights. 
He was involved, then, in the very early formulation of a human rights diplomacy at the center, rather than 
the periphery, of our foreign policy. 

Upon leaving the government, Stephen Cohen joined our faculty. There followed a set of activities 
which he has pursued to the present. As a frequent contributor to publications like The Nation. The New Former, 
and the great daily newspapers. Professor Cohen has carried his convictions and knowledge in the sphere of 
human rights into tine public forum. lie is at present a member of the Academic Advisory board of the 
International Human Rights Law Group, 

Having returned to academic life. Professor Cohen has not limited himself to advocacy. At 
the State Department, South Africa (then struggling In apartheid) was one of the foci of his work, lie now is 
a very active board member of the Southern Africa Enterprise Development Fund, which finances new businesses 
in southern Africa, with an emphasis on job creation. 

Professor Cohen’s expertise in this matter is, clearly, connected to his wide-ranging work as an 
authority on taxes. At first sight, the jurisprudence of human rights and work on tax law r 
seem meongruent, Second sight shows that they are not. Professor Cohen Is Interested 
in tax systems as concrete expressions of a society's real conceptions of justice, 
that is, the ideas it is prepared to pay tor. lie has worked on the tax status, 
for instance, of organisations practicing discrimination or disseminating hate. 

He has examined the ways tax systems can facilitate a citizenry's accession to 
equality of opportunity. 

His teaching reflects all these concerns, and he is especially attached 
to his seminars cm human rights. 


By Norman Bimbaum 
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Sherman Cohn 


DEGREES 

a.SXSr 1954 , ).D. LLM. 1969 

Georgetown 

EXPERIENCE AHD AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerk, Judge Charles fahy, 

D.C. Circuit 

Law Clerk, Appellate Section. 

Civil Division, Department of [uslice 
W.ember, American Law Institute 
President, American tons of Coort 
Chair, National Accreditation 
Commission for Schools and colleges 
of Acupuncture and Oriental Medicine 

COURSES 

Civil Procedure, American Legal 
Profession, Judaic Sources 
of American Law, Alternative and 
Complementary Medicine: the 
Legal Issues 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Tlhe Organizational Client 

Anorney-CItont Privilege 
and the No-ton tact Rule, 19 Geo. 
loumal Legal Ethics 739 8997) 
Professionalism & the Trial Advocate, 
Voir Dire 3 {Spring 1996) 

A Perspective in Progress, 
Washington Lawyer, 
p. 45 (April 1997) 

Privilege or Cover-up? 

National Law loumal 
p. Ala (3/31/97) 

Book Review: Why Lawyers Lie , 
by Pearlmutter, Washington Lawyer 
53 [Sept-Oct 1998] 




SHERMAN LOUIS COHN IS A PATHBREAKING PIONEER. EARLY IN SHERM '5 CAREER, HIS COLLEAGUES REALIZED THAT 
if they wanted someone to initiate and champion a new valuable cause, Sherm was the man to call. Whether it 
was continuing legal education, American Inns of Court, or promoting acupuncture, Sherm was there to 
explore and then, if he thought it valuable, promote the cause. 

Professor Cohn is a Georgetown three-timer—or four-timer depending how one counts being a 
member of the law faculty. Sherm graduated from Georgetown’s School of Foreign Service, sum-mat cum laude, 
in 1952. He then received his .Inns Doctor from the Georgetown Law Center in 1957, where he served as 
managing editor of the Law Journal, After graduation, he served as a law clerk for Judge Charles Fahy on the 
United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia from 1957 to 1958, He then fought for justice in 
the Civil Division of the United States Department of Justice from 1958 until 1965, arguing many interesting 
cases in virtually every circuit in the country as well as the Supreme Court. During all this, he managed to 
complete his LL.M. from the Law Center in I960, All those Georgetown degrees earned him the triple crown. 
When he joined the law faculty in 1965, he was legitimately awarded the quadruple crown. 

It did not take long for those around Sherm to discover that if you want to get something worthwhile 
done, Sherm is the person to call. When Dean David McCarthy wanted to establish a continuing legal education 
program at Georgetown, he asked Sherm to lead the effort. Sherm’s efforts were so successful, he eventually 
had to be replaced hv a full-time administrator. 

When Chief Justice Warren Burger wanted help in developing the new program called American 
bins of Court, he called on Sherm and he quickly became a key player. hi 1985, he brought the program to 
Georgetown, establishing the first Inn in the District of Columbia and only the fifth in the United States. In 
1985, he became the first national president of American Inns of Court Foundation; at the time there were only 
eight Inns in the country. When he left the office of president 11 years later in 1996, there were more 
than 300 Inns nationwide. The Inns advocated the need for civility long before the profession 
realised what a serious problem the lack of civility was causing. 

Not surprisingly, Sherm was also pioneering in his teaching experience. In 
conjunction with Rabbi David Saperstein, lie was one of the first law professors in die country 
to create and teach a seminar in Jewish law. Since 1978, he has been teaching this seminar, 
exploring and emphasizing the unique perspective that Jewish Law can contribute to our 
understanding of jurisprudence. In 2001, Sherm l>egaii teaching another course that is a first of 
its kind, a seminar exploring the legal issues involved in alternative and complementary medteme. 

As the foregoing reveals, Professor Cohn is a uniquely valuable member of both 
the profession and the academy. The secret is out—when there is a worthwhile 
new endeavor that needs championing and husbanding, Sherm Cohn is the 
man to enlist. Sherm asks only two questions: “Is the cause valuable? 

Can I help? 1 ' If the answer to these two preliminary questions is tJ 
yes, the response is totally predictable: “Yes, 1 will do it with 100 Hi 
percent of my energy.” And fortunately for all of us, UN) percent . f $ 
of Shcrm’s energy is always more than necessary to accomplish (j j 
the task. With Sherm aboard, success is assured. 

Notwithstanding all these demanding leadership 
positions, Sherm always has time for his family—his wife, 
five children, and eight grandchildren. The greatest joy of 
having grandchildren, says Sherm, is "to watch your 
children be parents,And that joy is similar to the joy 
of teaching generally—trying to impart values and 
knowledge to the younger generations and then seeing them 
employ those skills and pass on those values. And Sherm is 
a natural—and successful—teacher in all dimensions. 

By Susan Low Block 
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David Cole 
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EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Staff Attorney Center fee 

Constitutional Rights 

Law Cterfc, Hgn, Alin M. Adams, U- 5 , 

Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit 

Columnist, Legal Timas 

Legal Affairs Correspondent, The Nation 

COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Criminal Justice, 
Federal Courts and the Federal System, 
lmmigration and Nationality Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Enemy Aliens, Stan. L. Rev. £2003] 
Terrorism £ the Constitution: Sacrificing 
Civii Liberty in the Name of National 
Security, with James K. Dempsey, 

The New Press [and ed. 2002) 

No Equal justice: Race and Class 
in the American Crimhat Justice 
System, The New Press £1999} 

Foreword i Discretion and 
Discrimination Reconsidered: 

A Response to the New Criminal 
Justice Scholarship, 

87 Cep. L.J. 1059 (1999) 


A RESTLESS ANGER AT INJUSTICE AND GOVERNMENTAL RESTRICTION IS AT THE HEART OF PROFESSOR DAVID COLE’S 
persona. The sou of an English professor and a grade-school teacher, he started to light for public justice as a 
young staff attorney at the Center for Constitutional Rights, a public interest advocacy group in New York 
City, Alter six years at the Center, he joined the faculty at Georgetown in 1990, where he teaches a variety of 
constitutional law courses and continues as an active public interest litigator, 

Professor Cole has litigated six eases in the Supreme Court, most notably Texas o, Johnson, 
in which the Supreme Court reversed Johnson’s criminal conviction in Texas for burning a United States 
flag, fn a book on the Rehnquist Court, New York Law School Professor James Simon singled out Professor 
Cole’s brief for its “lean, muscular narrative.” As Simon puts it, “there was no seent of rhetoric, no trace 
of ideology," The arguments used there were incorporated into Professor Cole’s brief in U.S. Eichman, 
where the Supreme Court invalidated the federal law criminalizing flag burning that was enacted in reaction 
to Texas tr Johnson. 

In addition to flagburners. Cole has represented performance artists denied funding by the 
National Endowment for the Arts because of the controversial content of their work; immigrants targeted 
for deportation because of their political advocacy and associations; documentary filmmakers denied customs 
benefits because their films did not reflect positively on the United States; and non-citizens detained as 
alleged “terrorists’ 1 on the basis of secret evidence that they have not been able to confront. 

Professor Cole is a major advocate and an influential litigator in the struggle to protect and 
expand those precious privileges guaranteed in the Bill of Rights. He is an advocate, a defender of the 
downtrodden, a theoretician of the law, and a tactician In important litigation. lie embodies in a special way 
the motto of Georgetown Law Center, carved on the portals of the Edward lien nett Williams libra ry: “Law is 
hut the means, justice is the end.” 

A prolific writer, Professor Cole is the legal affairs correspondent for The Nation , a columnist for 
Legal Times , and a commentator on National Public Radio’s AW Things Considered, In 1999, 
he published his first two books. No Equal Justice: itace and Class in the American 
Criminal Justice System was lauded on the front page of the Wos/dngEon Past's 
Book World as “breathtaking" in its analysis, and received multiple awards. Gore 
Vidal called Coles second book, Terrorism & the Constitution: Sacrificing Civil 
Liberties in the Name of National Security , co-authored with James X. Dempsey, 
“a most useful book on a delicate subject," The book was reissued in a 2002 
revised edition after the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001. 

Professor Cole Is married to Professor Nina Pi Hard, and they 
have two young children, Aldan and Sarah. Professors Cole and Pi Marti both 
swim with a U.S, Masters swim team, and have competed in various 
marathons and triathlon*. 


By Robert Drinan 
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ESPEfllENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Assistant and Associate Professor of 
Law, University of Florida Law School 
Associate. Simon, Ptrigine, Smith & 
Redfeann, New Orleans 
Fellow, Harvard Program of Ethics and 
the Professions 

Bellow, Harvard Divinity School Center 
for Values in Public Life 


COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Civil Rights Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
King and (he Beloved Country; 

A Communitarian Defense of Blade 
Reparations. 6S Geo. Wash, L, Rev. 
050 (2000J 

The ieost of These; Rase, tew 
ond Religion in American Culture, 
Routelodge (1997) 

From Boys lo Men; Breaking the 
Cycle of Pain for Our Sons, In Faith 
of Our fathers, Plume [1997] 

The Death of God in American 
Pragmatism and Realism: Resurrecting 
the Value of Love in Contemporary 
jurisprudence, 3 a Geo, L,J, 143 (1994] 
Beyond Critical Legal Studies: 

The Reconstructive Theology 
of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., 

1 O 3 Haw. L Rev. 9 B 5 ( 1990 ) 


WHEN ANTHONY COOK STARTS TALKING ABOUT RELIGION, ETHICS, AND LAW, LISTENING IS LIKE HEARING A SYMPHONY 
orchestra at its Ix‘st. 

Professor Cook teaches in the areas of constitutional law, civil rights and African-American critical 
thought. The courses bring together Cook's overriding concern with the intersections of race, law, and social 
justice. lie cares not only about the law hut the way law shapes and is shaped by social struggles for justice. 

For Cook, the classroom becomes a window to the past, exposing the ways present civil rights law, for 
instance, is shaped by such historic events as the Montgomery bus boycott, Greensboro lunch-counter sit-ins, 
Birmingham campaign. March on Washington, and die Freedom Summer of 1964. In his African-American Critical 
Thought class, students read A r £Etroe Son by Richard Wright, Invisible Man by Ralph Ellison, Beloved by Toni 
Morrison, and Middie Passage by Charles Johnson, as a way of exploring the clashing interpretations of equality, 
freedom, and personal and collective responsibility that serve a.s backdrops tor many of the issues debated in 
constitutional and civil rights law. By understanding the role of the activist lawyer in struggles for social justice. Cook 
hopes to illuminate the stjoio-ethical responsibilities of the activist lawyer/eritie in contemporary times as well. 

Professor Cook began his studies at Princeton, where he graduated magmi cum knide from the 
prestigious Woodrow Wilson School of International and Public Policy. While at Princeton, he studied 
professional acting at the Berghof School of Drama in New York and participated in the theater program and 
gospel choir on campus as well, lie maintains an interest in and love for music, film, and stage today. 

After graduating from Vale Law School, he practiced in New Orleans and then joined the faculty at 
the University of Florida, lie spent a year in the Program on Ethics and the Professions at Harvard's Kennedy 
School before joining the Georgetown faculty in 1991. During the 1994-95 academic year. Cook divided Ins 
time between the Law Center and Harvard University^ Divinity School Center for the Study of Values in Public 
Life. There he taught a course called African-American Hermenueties: Visions of Community in Law, Religion, 
and Literature, and another called Culture, Class, and the Corporate Enterprise. 

Being the kind of professor who combines teaching and writing with speaking engagements around the 
country is time-consuming, but Cook tries to integrate bis scholarship, teaching, and church activities around the central 
themes of race and social justice. His scholarship has often sought points of contact between religion, law, and social 
justice. In an influential Harvard Lekc? Review article, he suggested that Dr. Martin Luther 
King’s conception of the Beloved Community could move the search for ethics relevant 
to law beyond the abstractions of critical legal studies. In later works, he has, among 
other things, critiqued the writings of John Dewey and argued that a Christian 
conception of God based on the work of Walter Rausehenbuseh and King can provide 
one route to an improved understanding of the common good. 

Most recently. Cook has elaborated a communitarian defense of Black 
Reparations based on rdigio-spmtual principles and insights, lie is also an active 
participant in efforts to organize a grassroots movement and national coalition 
focused on Black Reparations, The nascent movement attempts to 
complete the unfinished agenda of social and internal 
repair initiated by’ the civil rights and black power 
movements of the fifties and sixties. 

Having been selected by the American 
Bar Association in the 1990s as one of the top 
young lawyers leading America into the 21 SI 
century, Anthony Cook continues to develop a 
compelling synthesis of academic and activist 
j pursuits. Similarly, he understands that law 
students are going to be lawyers someday, 
and he wants them to realize that their need 
for a strong moral compass and social 
consciousness will never go away. 



By Si even Goldberg 




John Gopacino 
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EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Director, Criminal lustite Clink 
Director, E. Barrett Frattyman Graduate 
Program in Criminal Trial Practice 

Director, Juvenile Low Clink, Antioch 
School iif Law 


Criminal Justice CUnlc, 
Criminal Law and Procedure 


PROFESSOR JOHN CO PACINO HAS LIVED LIFE, AFTER GRADUATING FROM DUKE UNIVERSITY WITH BACHELOR'S AND 
master's decrees, lie taught English for two years in an inner-city high school. He then left teaching, bought a 
motorcycle, and rode from Minneapolis to Georgia, Georgia to Texas, and Texas to New Mexico, where he ran 
out of money. In New Mexico, Professor Gopacino pursued a scries of odd jobs (roofer, waiter, construction 
worker, and substitute teacher) to make ends meet. From there, his hike took him down to the mountains of 
Guatemala, where he built water systems. 

Somehow one of his friends lured him to Maryland, promising him that he could make a decent 
living as a crabber^-the deal was that he would catch crabs in the morning and read to his hearts content 
all afternoon and evening. But there Just weren’t enough crabs to be caught, and he spent his days looking at 
his empty crab buckets and thinking about what he could do with the rest of his life. lie decided that the 
only thing be really loved was baseball, and told his brother that he was going down to Florida to play for 
the minor leagues. The response; “Brother, you are too old, and not good enoughG Professor Gopacino—who 
did not know a single lawyer at that point—then decided to enroll in law school because he thought lawyers 
could effect social change. 

Perhaps it is his desire to bring about social change, as well as his zest for life, that led him to a 
career as a professor of law in one of Georgetown’s award-winning clinics. lie knew while he was in law school 
that he did not want to join a law firm. He had spent a summer at the National Juvenile Law Center, and liked 
the public interest world and tine range of policy work. And so, following his graduation, he joined Georgetown 
Law Center's juvenile clinic as a fellow. 

For two years, Professor Gopacino then defended juvenile criminals in court. lie had never 
practiced criminal law before, but found himself loving the work. After his fellowship was over, he 
spent the next five years continuing his work at Antioch School of Law, where he was the director of the 
Juvenile Law Clinic. In 1987, Georgetown lured him back to become a visiting professor, and he was then 
named, over the next six years, assistant professor, associate professor, and then professor of law. 

Professor Gopacino is currently the director of the Law Center’s Criminal 
Justice Clinic. The Clinic instructs third-year students as well as graduate fellows in 
the representation of defendants in court. Georgetown students regularly appear in 
court and rim their own cases, from start to finish. The cases students try cover a range 
of matters; drug possession, theft, shoplifting, prostitution, drug sales, assault, and the 
like. As the director. Professor Gopacino spends his days supervising Five first-year 
graduate fellows in the practice of criminal law (the same job he had taken at 
Georgetown 20 years ago). And he supervises five second-year fellows in 
the teaching and supervision of third-year law students. 

Professor Gopacino is married to Diana Blitz, who 
teaches at Edmund Burke High School, and has three 
stepchildren. He continues his love for baseball by playing 
in an “Over-48'’ last pitch baseball league. 



By Neal Katyal 





Samuel Dash 


DEGREES 

6 .S, 

Temptfi 
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Harvard 

Honorary DqctPraL Degrees 
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EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
District Attorney of Philadelphia 
Chief Counsel and Staff Director, tl. 5 , 
Sepale SeLe<( Com mitten on 
Presidential Campaign Activities 
Che Senate Watergate Committee) 
Chief Counsel, Alaskan Senate's 
Impeachment Inquiry against 
the Governor 

Chair, Criminal Justice Section, 
American Bar Association 
Member, ABA Standing Committee on 
Ethics and Professional Responsibility 


COURSES 

Criminal taw and Procedure, 
Professional Responsibility 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Numerous Law Review Articles on 

Criminal Justice Topics 

Chief Counsel ( 1576 ) 

fustics Denied: A Challenge to 

Lord Wideryi Report on "BtOody 

Sunday" 

The Eavesdroppers (19-53) 
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SAM DASH, PROFILED AS A LEGEND IN THE LAW, HAS HAD A CAREER THAT IS THE STUFF OF (LAWYER) DREAMS. 
Most obviously, he has been center stage in the Investigation of the two most politically and 
constitutionally important criminal oases of our times—Watergate and Whitewater. He has also 
served the causes of criminal justice and professional responsibility from almost every angle—among 
them as a prosecutor, defense lawyer, advisor to legislatures, consultant to bar organizations, and gifted 
teacher. In addition to his extraordinarily broad experiences and interests. Professor Dash brings to the 
classroom a deep commitment to promoting integrity in the legal process and in the professional lives 
of his students. 

Professor Dash is best known nationally for his service as chief counsel of the Senate Watergate 
Committee, lie continued his work in major inquiries by serving in 1976 as special investigator for the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to look into the firing of the special prosecutor appointed to investigate 
police corruption in Philadelphia. Professor Dash served as chief counsel to the Alaska Senate in 1986 and 
as special counsel to the president of the Senate of Puerto Rico from 1983 to 1992 in an investigation of 
the political murders at Cerro Mara villa, In October 1994, he was appointed outside ethics consultant to 
the independent counsel in the Whitewater investigation, and served in that role until he resigned in 1998. 
At Georgetown, he teaches one of the only seminars in the nation on congressional investigations. 

Throughout his legal career. Professor Dasli has taken seriously the obligation of a lawyer 
to promote justice. While still a law student at Harvard, he helped found and served as first president of 
the Harvard Voluntary Defenders, a pioneering student clinic providing legal services for indigent criminal 
defendants. In 1951, lie conducted an undercover investigation of corruption in the Municipal Court of 
Chicago. The published report of his investigation, entitled Cracks in the Foundation of Criminal Justice, is 
now viewed as a classic study of corruption in the legal system. As district attorney of 
Philadelphia, Professor Dash took the virtually unprecedented step of requesting 
clemency on behalf of a convicted murderer. He believed that critical evidence 
helpful to the defense had been deliberately concealed by his predecessors. And 
in 3957 he conducted the first nationwide investigation of wiretapping. His 
book, The EccveisdTuppers, helped change the law on wiretapping. 

Professor Dash's work for justice has not been limited to the 
United States. He is on the board of directors of the International League 
for Human Rights and has served on special human rights missions to 
Northern Ireland, the Soviet Union, and Chile. As a result of his work in 
Northern Ireland, he published an important and influential report on the 
Bloody Sunday incident. In 1985, Professor Dash was the first American 
permitted by the South African government to visit Nelson Mandela in prison, lie 
subsequently participated in mediation with the South African government 
that resulted in Mo .Mandela's release from prison. 

Professor Dash brings to the classroom the same energy 
and commitment he has brought to all aspects of his professional life. 

Tie is passionate in his view that integrity must form the core of a 
lawyer’s professional and personal life. Por all his years of public service 
and work in the public eye, Professor Dash has remained at heart a 
teacher, committed to educating the next generation of lawyers. 

By Wendy Perdue 
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EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Cferk, Judge Stanley A. Weigel, 
US, District Court for the Northern 
District oF California 

Law Clerk, Chief Justice Warren 
E. Burger, u.S. Supreme Court 
Partner, SLeploe & lohnson 
Member, Committee ter Transitional 
Administration, Georgetown University 
University Medical Center 
Law-Vice President Faculty Senate 


COURSES 

International Trade, Corporations 


IT IS SAID THAT ALL GOD S ANGELS COME TO US DISGUISED. MINE CAME TO ME IN THE TERRESTRIAL FORM OF AN 
avuncular, self-effacing colleague named Richard Diamond, It was my second day on the faculty of the Law 
Center, Professor Diamond peeked into my office and announced, “Hi, I'm your angel.” ‘"Excuse me?* LL I am your 
angel,” he repeated. As he went on to explain the faculty angel program, where a senior professor takes a novice 
faculty member under his wings for professional guidance, I kept reminding myself of Thomas Hobbes's observation 
that “it is not their shape, hut their use, that makes them angels.” 

Truth indeed. Richard, as he has done for so many others over the years, led me with a firm hand 
through the whirlwind of my first years in academia. He gently nudged me in this direction or that, gave honest 
and critical comments on my research, and provided wise counsel tin the intricacies of profession a] and institutional 
interaction. From mundane details—how properly to conduct oneself in an academic profession—to important 
matters of teaching and research, Richard was always ready with an answer, invariably delivered with a subtle 
combination of wisdom and wit. 

His is a wit that delights with a purpose. Among his colleagues, Richard’s sense of humor facilitates 
discussions and rounds the edges of intellectual disputes. In the classroom, Richard uses humor to spark interest 
and enliven doctrine. Students in his wildly popular corporations class regularly note in their evaluations that 
they took the course braced tor boredom, a preparation that they quickly discover was not at sdl needed. The 
same sentiments are echoed in evaluations for his other classes, international law and the international trade 
seminar. Perhaps it is true that angels can fly because they take themselves lightly; Chesteron would find ample 
proof for his observation in the many times Richard deprecates himself to stimulate his colleagues and students. 

When it comes to academics, however, there is nothing light about Richard's contribution to the 
fields of trade law and International business regulation. Having established himself as the authority on 
countervailing duty law, through a series of well-received articles, Richard, has directed his considerable 
analytical powers to broader questions of international business regulation and the management of an 
international trade regime. 



The History and Logit of the Dispute 
Settlement Understanding; A Response 
to frieder Roessler, Warren F. 5th warti, 
and Alan Sykes, prepared ter the 1997 
01 in Conference on Lew and Economics 
at Georgetown University law Center 

A Search far Economic and financial 
Principles In the Administration of US. 
Countervailing' Duty Law, 31 Law & 
Policy rn Enfl Bus, 507 (1990) 

Economic Faun dal ions of 
Countervailing Doty Lew, 

29 u, Va. L, Rev, 759 


He describes the problem as attempting to achieve international Integration 
without sacrificing national and regional sovereignty and identity. Despite the .seeming 
inevitability of global economic integration, the trade law regime remains by 
and large “Incoherent," The pressures of domestic polities and calls for unilateral 
protectionism make difficult the achievement of a rational set of multilateral 
rules, rules which Richard considers to be an essential foundation for efficient 
international commerce. Richard's academic endeavors—in areas ranging 
from countervailing duty laws and antitrust enforcement to regulation of natural 
resources and the WTOs dispute settlement procedures—all contribute to ail 
attempt to find a balance between international institutions and national politics. 

When not focused on international realpolitik, Richard 
turns his attention to a Lively family, lie and his wife of more 
than 20 years, Law Center professor Wendy Williams, have 
two children, Luke and Ethan. 


By Viet Dink 


Viet Dinh 
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Assiitan t Attorney Gen i L ral h Office of 
Legal Policy. Department of Justice 
Special Counsel to Senator Fete 
V, Da men id. Impeachment Trial 
of the United States. U.S. Senate 

Associate Special Counsel, 

Special Committee to Investigate 
Whitewater Development Corporation 
and Related Hatters, U.S. Senate 
Law Clerk, Hon. Sandra Day O'Connor, 
U.S. Supreme Court 
Law Clerk, Hon, Laurence II. Silburman, 
U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the B-.C. Circuit 


COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Corporations, 
International Investments 


repsesentative publications 
Codetermination and Corporate 
Governance in a Multinational. 
Corporation, 24 J. Carp, L. {1999} 
floras, Crime, and the Law 
{book review), in Harv. 

L Rev. 12B9 L199SO 
Financial Reform and Economic 
Development in Vietnam, 2B 
1 . & Pol Int't Bus-, S57 ( 1997 ) 
Forming and Reforming Wants 
3 s Geo, L. I 2121 {1997) 

Executive Privilege (book review), 

13 Const. Comm. 246 {1996) 


AS A MEMBER OF GEORGETOWN'S INTERNATIONAL FACULTY, PROFESSOR VIET DINH BRINGS BOTH PERSONAL EXPERIENCE 



and professional expertise to his classroom. lie is passionately Interested In Southeast Asia and the transition from 
socialist to market economies, LL I hope to establish a theoretical basis Ifor the promotion of sound economic 
policy and business law,” he says, noting that Vietnam’s continuing experience with its economic renovation (dot 
mof) program has offered some challenges. “The business world is important and should not be ignored as we 
analyze emerging economies in international law," he says. The energy sparkles from his eyes. “1 am Vietnamese 
and 1 am American/' he says, “i came here as an adolescent and that experience has defined who 1 ant." It is 
hard to remain detached as he tells his store. 

His own international odyssey began when he was 10 and lied Vietnam with his family and 85 
others aboard a bom headed for Malaysia, He, his mother, and six siblings sailed lor 12 days, the last five without 
provisions. The engine failed and the boat drifted. Some Taiwanese fishermen offered food and directions to 
Malaysia, but when the boat came within range of shore, it was fired at and forced back to sea. Finally, at dusk, 
the refugees floated to within 50 feet of the .Malaysian shore, sank the boat, and swam to the beach. After the 
United Nations processed Dink’s family, they were admitted to the United States with 8200 among them. The 
family worked for f>35 a night cleaning restaurants In Portland, Oregon. In the summers, they worked from 
4 a.m. until late afternoon picking berries. Money went to his father, who had escaped from a reeducation camp 
for former government officials. lie joined his family in 3983 after 25 unsuccessful escape attempts, 

Dinh worked at “practically every menial job there is" before landing at Harvard University and 
then Harvard Law School, and graduating magna cum Umcic from both. As a visiting student at the London 
School of Economics, he further developed his interest in economics, law, and policy. At Harvard Law School, 
he was the Blue hook editor of the Law Review, a semifinalist in the Ames Moot Court Competition, a John M. 
Olin Research Fellow in Law and Economies, and class marshal. After law school, Dinh clerked for Judge 
Laurence 11. Silberman at the Court of Appeals for the D-C. Circuit and then for Justice Kandru Day O’Connor 
at the Supreme Court. 

From these personal and professional experiences, he lias developed 
what lie calls an intellectually “mixed perspective,” one that he hopes will allow 
him to establish some theoretical Ibises for sound economic policy and business 
law in developing countries, in a recent piece, “Financial Reform and Economic 
Development in Vietnam,” Professor Dinh focuses on policy strategics for 
improving capital formation in Vietnam, lie was a consultant to the U.S, Agency 
for International Development in a project to help redraft Vietnam’s Company 
Law, recently enacted by the National Assembly. Uis previous 
publications, including “Asylum and the Law,” “Multiracial 
Affirmative Action," and “Executive Privilege, 11 a book 
review, indicate his diverse interests, which, lie says, 

“tap into my American side.” Professor Dinh 
is currently on leave to serve as assistant attorney 
general in the Justice Department’s Office of 
I^egal Policy, 

All the same, to Viet Dinh, “teaching is 
the l>est thing in the world,” He laughs as he recalls 
Justice O’Connor asking him during the clerkship 
interview if he could work hard. “Work hard? I don’t 
think this is work,” he told her. “For me,” he says, 

“teaching is a dreani job. I have freedom to pursue 
my own interests. 1b sit at a desk and read and write 
is a pleasure.” His students benefit from his 
tirelessness, too. 


By Jill Rums field 
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IT IS HARD TO GET ROBERT DRINAN TO TALK ABOUT HIMSELF. IT IS NOT HARD TO GET HIM TO TALK, JUST HARD TO MAKE 
Bob Drinan the subject of the conversation. 

But there are things we know: his passion for justice, his faith, his energy, his activism, his 
devotion to his students, his prolific writing, his public service, and more. 

So one asks, why? Where did all of this come from? “It goes back to Catholic training,” he says, 
to Vatican IJ. Faith end justice go together. They arc Linked. You can't love God without loving other people. 
It's all very simple.” 

'‘Don't make this thing too autobiographical,” he says. I get it. 

So now I'll say what I know. I know that there must be two or three Bob Drinans. Because one 
of them is at the Law Center at all hours, always available to his students or any student and former students, 
too; in on weekends to work on his continuing outpouring of wonderful writing (I see him any weekend when 
I come to catch up on things in my office); advising the Journal on Legal Ethics; and doing dozens of things 
vitally important to the health of this University that no one will ever know he did. lie has no posted office 
hours, because his door is always open. He invites students to call or e-mail him, too. And the students ask 
lit in questions on a wide array of subjects—he is a priest, after all- So he teaches, he counsels, he advises, 
he reminisces, he is totally accessible. 

Blit all of that is only one of the Boh Unmans. Because 1 constantly meet people who just heard 
him speak in Ban Francisco or just saw him on television. His resume is printed in the smallest type 
available on the computer in order to fit in all of the bar and other committees he chairs and all of the 


Ffiundfir, National InltrmHigifiUS task 
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COURSES 

Advanced Legal. Ethics, Constitutional 
Law, International: Human flights. 
Profession at Responsibility 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
The Mobilization of Shame: A World 
View of Human Rights, Vale University 
Press [200D 

The fractured Dream, Crossroad (1991) 


boards on which he sits. There has to be u second or a third to do all of that. 

What are his interests outside of his work? “People,” he says, lie is more faithful than anyone 
1 know at attending the weddings and bar mitzvahs and first communions of the children of his current 
and foreign colleagues and students and legions of friends, and of course his own family. You can see he 
still likes to work a room, and he is good at it. When Father Drinan says, “Thank you for all you do,” you 
definitely feci blessed. 

Such a productive man, such a productive life. He has written 10 books (“Which is your 
favorite?” I ask. “I can’t answer chat," lie says, “Who can say which is their favorite child?”), hundreds of 
articles (he has lost count), arid contributes currently on a regular basis to numerous Catholic periodicals. 
He spent 10 years in Congress and 15 years at Boston College Law School as professor and dean, in 
addition to his nearly two decades at Georgetown. He is an internationally renowned expert in human 
rights and legal ethics. But he also has time to be a personal clipping service for my family. Whenever he 
sees something about my wife or me in any periodical anywhere, it is in my mailbox the 



Cry Of the Oppressed; The History and 
Hope of the Humor) Rights Revolution, 
Harper & Row [19&7) 

Beyond the Nutlear freeze, 

Seabury {1905) 

Honor the Promise: America's 
Commitment to israei. Daub le day (1977} 

Vietnam and Armageddon, 

Shefrd & Ward [1970] 


next day with a little note. 

So much energy, sc much humanity, so much intelligence, so much 
courage. Robert Drinan touches students and colleagues one by one, day in and day 
out. and reaches people all over the world by the thousands with the message of his 
written word. He is truly an inspiration. 


By Peter Ed el man 
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Opening Address, Symposium 
on Lawyering For Poor Communities 
in the Twenty-First Century, 

25 Foidham Urb. L.|. 6S5 (199B) 

Toward a Comprehensive Antipoverty 
Strategy, Getting Beyond the Silver 
Bullet, gi Geo, L.p. 1697 (1993) 

free Press v. Privacy; Haunted 
by the Ghost of justice 
68 Tex, L, Rev. *195 (1990) 

The Next Century of our 
Constitution: Rethinking 
Our Duty to the Poor, 

39 Hastings L.J. 1 (1987) 


NOT MANY LAW PROFESSORS IN THE UNITED STATES CAN CLAIM TO HAVE WORKED FOR SOCIAL JUSTICE IN ALL 
three branches of government—the judicial, the legislative, and the executive (and at both national and state levels), 
but Peter Edelman can, and his students are the beneficiaries of his wide-ranging experience and natural talcnts. 
Professor lidelmajYs distinguished career has been affected and shaped by some of the most important political 
figures of the 20th century. 

Professor Edelman always knew he would be a lawyer. 11 is father was a well-known litigator in 
Minneapolis, called on to solve the most complex problems. But like all children, Peter wanted to do something 
different from his role-model parent. After college [mugna cum Jamie, Phi Betti Kappa) and law school (mag mi 
cum iaude, treasurer, law review) at Harvard and a Supreme Court clerkship with Justice Arthur Goldberg, he 
thought lie would head to the bright lights of New York law firm practice. 

The turbulent 196*Is changed all that. Edelman was supposed to elerk for Justice Felix Frankfurter, who 
had a stroke and retired from the Court, “If 1 had done what Justice Frankfurter advised me to, I would hav e gone home, 
as the Justice told all his clerks to do, to make a contribution in their home communities." Instead, Justice Goldberg 
advised young Edelman to work for the new Kennedy administration in Washington, and he became a special assistant 
to Assistant Attorney General John Douglas in the civil division of the Justice Department. He then became a legislative 
assistant to Senator Robert Kennedy and found his lifelong mission in legal, political, and policy work on poverty, health, 
welfare, oivil rights, children, education, employment, and other programs designed to make ours a more just society. 

As a legislative assistant, and then as issues director for Robert Kennedy’s 1968 presidential campaign 
(a job he performed for Senator Edward Kennedy's brief presidential campaign as well), Edehnart traveled the 
country and met many politically committed people, including Cesar Chavez and Marian Wright, the first 
black woman lawyer working in Mississippi. Wright, herself a leader in the eivil rights and war on poverty 
movements, founded the Children's Defense Fund in 1973. When Peter Lind Marian married in 196ft, the headline 
in the jVe* 2 ? York Times read, ^ Aides to Robert Kennedy and Dr. King Are Mamed," but as the paper reported, 
Justice Goldberg (paraphrasing Die kens) noted, iL lt was the best of times and the worst of times." Roth Kennedy 
and Dr. King had been assassinated less than six months before the wedding. 

In 1971, Peter Edelman began his association with the fourth branch of government—academe— 
by serving as vice president for planning and policy at the University of Massachusetts. He served in the 1970s 
as director of the New York State Division of Youth and returned to Washington in 1.979 to practice law. 

Ry the early 19S0s Peter Edelman decided it was time to share his knowledge and begin teaching. 
Georgetown has been the beneficiary of his wisdom, judgment, and commitment ever since, lie served as associate 
dean for several years in the late 1980s and, In addition to teaching such important standard courses as constitutional 
law, civil procedure, and administrative law, he has been the innovative creator of several new courses and clinics 
that express his commitment to and insights about social welfare policy and public interest lawyering, 
broadly defined. Among them are a multi-disciplinary practice clinic (Family Poverty Clinic), two 
policy and internship courses (social welfare law and policy and public interest lawyering in the 
District of Columbia) and a first-year elective in public interest law, which introduces students to 
the many varieties of public interest law and policy work. 

Professor Edelman took a I caw of absence to serve in the Clinton Administration, 
initially as head of the transition team for the Justice Department, then as counselor 
/ ' to Secretary Donna Shale la in the Department of Health and Human Services, 

_ *** and Inially and education. In 1990. 

act of great personal and political integrity and eourage, he resigned his 
post when President Clinton signed the welfare reform bill that gravely 
damaged America’s social safety net lor millions of poor ehildren and 
their parents. 

In addition to writing speaking and serving on numerous 
national and local boards on issues of poverty, welfare, children, 
equality, and human rights, Edelman and his family—he and Marian 
have three grown sons—have time for each other, good friends, 
their community in Washington, and world-wide travel. 

By Carrie Men kef-Meadow 















Deborah Epstein 


0E&R&65 
BA iyS r i 


J.D. 1963 
flew York 


EXPERIENCE AN D AFFILIATIONS 
law Clerk, Judge Marvin Katz, 

Eastern Dfs-tricr ol Pennsylvania 
Womens Law S Public Policy Fellow 
Director, Emergency Domestic 
Relations Project 

Director, D.C Superior Court 
Domestic Violence Intake Center 
Commissioner, D.C. Mayor's 
Commission On Violence 
Against Women 

COURSES 

Domestic Violence Ctlnlc 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Procedural justice: Tempering the 
State's Response to Domestic Violence, 
Wm. & Mary L Rev {200i) 

Effective Intervention in Domestic 
Violence Cases; Rethinking [he Holes 
of Prosecutors, Judges, and the Court 
System, Vale J, L, & Feminism £1999] 
Redefining Stale Accountability 
for Domestic Violence; Past Victories 
and Future Challenges, 

Geo, J. Gender & L. (lgyy) 

OX. Superior Court Domestic Violence 
Benchbook ( 1997 ) 

Can a 'Dumb Ass Woman" Achieve 
Equality in the workplace?' Running 
the Gauntlet of Hostile Environment 
Harassing Speech, 84 Geo. 

Lh 399 ( 199 G) 


DEBORAH EPSTEIN HAS BEEN HELPING VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SINCE THE DAYS BEFORE DOMESTIC 
violence had a name, hi college, she worked for si shelter and hotline for battered women. She noticed that 
many of the problems these women laced were legal problems, and so she went to law school During lier 
first year at New York University, Deborah noticed that no organisation in all of New York City was dedicated 
to providing legal services to the vic tim s of domestic violence. And so 1 along with another first-year law 
student, Deborah started the Project for Battered Women, through which law students and pro bono attorneys 
came together to provide legal assistance to victims of domestic violence. The project was one of the first of 
its kind in the country. 

When she came to Washington, Deborah again perceived gaps in the services and protection 
afforded victims of domestic violence and again proceeded to fill them. When Congress, through the Violence 
Against Women Act, made federal hinds available, Deborah and others saw ail opportunity to correct some 
of the shortcomings of the law’s response to domestic violence. She eo-ehaired the successful effort to create 
a separate domestic violence court in the District of Columbia. 

The results have been impressive. In its first year, the Domestic Violence Unit witnessed a 55 
percent increase in the number of civil protection orders filed. Similar progress has occurred on the criminal 
side. In 1.989* out of 19,000 calls to police reporting domestic violence, only 25 misdemeanor convictions 
were handed down. In 1998, there were 8,000 such convictions—an increase of more than 300 times. 

Here at Georgetown, Deborah directs the Domestic Violence (Ilinic, which provides legal 
sendees to indigent victims of domestic violence who seek civil protection orders. Partly because of the 
contentious nature of the eases, the Domestic Violence Clinic has the highest trial rate of all of Georgetown’s 
clinics. In fact, almost all of Deborah’s students participate in at least one trial during a semester in the 
clinic. Deborah also somehow finds time to direct the Emergency Domestic Relations Project, a small non¬ 
profit organization dedicated to providing legal assistance to victims of domestic violence. Not surprisingly, 
Deborah observes, victims of domestic violence do much better in court when they are represented by 
lawyers than when they arc not. 

Deborah has also managed to compile a publication record most non-ellideal professors would 
envy. Appropriately, some of Deborah’s writings provide crucial guidance for navigating, arid litigating in, 
the domestic violence justice system. Others take on the complex subject of 
sexual harassment and workplace speech. Throughout her writing, indeed 
throughout her professional life, though, runs a common theme; 
perceiving, targeting, and then setting out to eliminate the violent 
and abusive practices women still face, at work and at home, in 
their daily lives. 

Deborah and her husband are the proud parents 
of Adam and Rachel, 

By Lisa Reinserting 



Daniel Ernst 


DEGREES 
A.B. igSo 
Dartmouth 

J,D. *963 

University of Chicago 
LL.M 198 B 

University of Wlsconsl n 
Ph.D. 1939 
Princeton 


EXPERIENCE AKD AFFILIATIONS 
Jack & Margaret SwaeL Visiting 
Professor of Histoiy, 

Michigan Stale University 
FuLhright Scholar, New Zealand 
Member,, Editorial Board, tabor History 

Member, Board of Directors, 

American Society for Legal History 


COURSES 

Property, American Legal History 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Willard Burst and the Administrative 
State: From Williams to Wisconsin, 

1B Law & Hist Rev. (2000] 

Law and American Political 
Development 1&77-193&, 26 Rev, 
in Am. Hist 205-219 ( 1998 ) 

“In Short He Is a Stupid Man 1 ': 

The Judges and the Arbitration Court, 
1891-1923, 29 Turnbull Libr. Rec. 
59-7$ (ig 9 fij 
Lawyers Against Labor. 

Front tft dividual Rights 
to Corporate Liberalism, 

University oF Illinois Press (1995) 
Common Laborers? Industrial 
Plurali&ts, Legal Realists, and Ihe Law 
of Industrial Disputes, 1915-1943,11 
Law & Hist Rev. 59-100 (Spring 1993) 


JUST AS THE RESPECTFUL MOUNTAINEER TREADS CAREFULLY INTO Til?: BACK COUNTRY, DANIEL ERNST, THE 
respectful historian, treads carefully upon tlie past. In a well-regarded essay in the Yale Law Journal, 
Ernst wrote: “The historian finds that much of what the past has to say is of little or no immediate use. The 
past, like a person with whom we converse, has other things on its. mind, events transpiring well before we 
arrived on the scene.” 

Ernst is a leading legal historian, specializing in the history of the legal profession. Mis writing 
is marked by empathy, understatement, attention to detail, and judiciousness. The work is not unlike the man, 
a sober Midwesterner with a wry’ sense of humor that the careless listener might miss if, like history, she has 
other things on her mind. At first glance, Ernst's humble persona might appear dull, but it belies one of the 
central facts related about Dan Ernst by Georgetown law students: lie is a passionately engaged teacher, 
considered among the best of a very strong teaching faculty. Students, simply put, fall in love with him. ‘die 
really eared about us. lie made a speech on the last day that had us all in tears, and 1 think he was crying 
too,” said one radical feminist who found herself in Ernst's property class. 

The Georgetown Law Center has long recognized the importance of interdisciplinary study of law. 
Ernst studied history at Dartmouth as an undergraduate and pursued a J.D. at Chicago with the intent of 
studying legal history. He went on to complete a Ph.D. at Princeton and an LL.M. at the University of 
Wisconsin, the birthplace of modern American legal historiography. When asked to name his heroes, Ernst 
chooses not historical figures, hut historians, including Willard Hurst, the path-breaking Wisconsin 
legal historian who devoted a lifetime of study to the minutiae of state administrative records. Hurst's 
willingness to pursue a path iliac others saw little value in, his persistence in plumbing primary sources, his 
careful exegesis of non-glamour subjects like the lumber industry, and his insistence chat law be understood in 
the context of the social and the local, all add up to the kind of heroism Dan Ernst appreciates. It is not flashy, 
it is fiercely independent, and it is smart. 

Dan Ernst's work shows the influence of this kind of heroism. He writes with great care, never 
overstating a case and never imposing his own ends upon the material. He 
pays attention to detail, and is not averse to digging deep in the archives of 
the day-to-day stuff of the law. He recalls art idyllic time on research leave 
in New Zealand. He was spending long hours reading local 
administrative records that no one else cared about. His school-aged 
children were successfully negotiating a foreign school system; his wife 
studied the country's child protection system. At the end of the day the 
family joined at the dinner table and reported on the bits of information 
they had gleaned about the remarkable place they found themselves in. 

The spirit of shared adventure and quiet joy in tasks created “a moment in 
time I just wanted to freeze forever," he says. 

Dan Ernst says his job as an Involved father is the “most 
satisfying part of my life.” Other than family, his passion is his work. Mis 
teaching is inspired by a belief that understand nig how social forces 
shape the law will make his students [jotter, more thoughtful lawyers. 


By Mari Matsu da 



















James Feinerman 


DEGREES 

B-A. 1971, MJl. 1974, M. Phil 1975, 

Ph.D, 1979 
Yale 

RO.*97? 

Harvard 


EXPERIENCE AhfP AFFILIATIONS 
Associate, Davis Falk ft Wardwell 
Lecturer un Law, Peking University 
Law Department 

Administrative Director and Fellow, 
East Asian Legal Studies Program, 
Harvard Law School 

Fulbrlght Visiting; Researcher, 
fatuity of Law, Kyoto University 
Director, Committee on Scholarly 
Communication with China 


COURSES 

Chinese Law, Japanese Law, 
Comparative Law, Corporate finance 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Chine offer fte WTO: what You Need 
to Know New, co-author, (2001) 

The Limits of the Role of Low, 

ca-editor, (scion) 

Hong Kong Faces 1997: Legal and 
Constitutional Issues, in Hong Kong 
i/flrter CAfrtese ffufe ( 1997 ) 

The Past and future of Chinese Labor 
Law, in Changes in Chino's Labor 
MarketSi implications for the Future, 
The U,S. Department ol Labor Bureau 
of International Affairs (1996} 



JAMES FEINERMAN IS JAMES M. MORITA PROFESSOR OF ASIAN LEGAL STUDIES AT GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY LAW 
Center and associate dean of International and Graduate Programs. A long-time student of China, Dr. Feinerman 
earned his B-A. in Chinese Studies at Yale University, as well as a Ph.l). in East Asian Languages and Literature 
at Yale University and a J.D. from the Harvard Law School, where he specialized in East Asian Legal Studies. 

Feinerman’s interest in China and East Asia began with high-sebool study of Chinese language at 
Loyola Academy, a Jesuit school in die suburbs of Chicago. Later, from 1971 to 1973, Dr. Feinerman spent two 
years teaching and studying in 1 long Kong as a Yalc-in-China Teaching Fellow at the Chinese University of Hong 
Kong. Following normalization of relations with China, he was a participant in the first national student exchange 
program, sponsored by the Committee on Scholarly Communication with the People’s Republic of China. And 
front 1982 to 1983, he returned to China to teach as Fuibright Lecturer on Law at Peking University. 

Between his two stints in China, Feinerman practiced law as an associate In the New York City 
law firm of Davis Polk & Wardwell. While at Davis Polk, he specialized in hanking, securities, and corporate 
law and transactions, working with a wide range of domestic and international clients of the firm. 

Upon his return to the United States in the fall of 1983, Feinerman became administrative 
director of the East Asian Legal Studios Program at Harvard Law School, holding that position until 1985. 
While at Harvard, he taught Chinese Law and initiated—with Professor Oliver Oldman—the Pacific Community 
I>egal Research Program there. In 1985, he came to Georgetown for a one-year visit, which turned into a 
long-term teaching career at the Law Center. He has also taught as a visitor at both Harvard and Yale Law 
Schools, giving courses on Chinese, Japanese, and Asian law and legal systems. 

From 1986 to 1998, he served as editor in chief of the American Liar Association’s China Lew? 
Reporter. In 1991, he became the chair of the Asian Law Forum of the Association for Aslan Studies. During the 
1992 to 1993 academic year, be received a fellowship at die Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars 
at the Smithsonian Institution in Washington, D.G., to write a book focusing on international law in 
China in the post-Mao era. From July 1, 1993, until June 30, 1995, he served as the 
director of the Committee OH Scholarly Communication with China (C8CC), the 
national organization located at the National Academy of Sciences in Washington, 

D.G., sponsoring official exchange programs between the United States and the People’s 
Republic of China. From 1993 to 1996, he also served as the third chair of the 
Committee on Ivegal Education Exchange with China, On April 25, 1997, he was 
named the first occupant of the James M. Morita chair in Asian Legal Studies. 

Professor Feinerman direets the Asian Law and Policy Studies 
(ALPS) program tit Georgetown University Law Center, ALPS is a forum for 
structured dialogue among academics, policy experts, and government leaders 
concerning law and policy harmonization in the Asia-Pacific region. 

The forum s agenda includes issues such as the legal framework 
for Pacific trade, the proposed APEC investment code, and 
harmonization of trade and competition laws in the Pacific 
region. Participants include visiting fellows from Asia, 

American specialists, and members of the Washington policy 
community'. Through this unique forum, the Law Center 
contributes to the development of U.S. relations with 
Asian countries. Dr. Feinerman also serves on the hoards 
of the Lingnan Foundation and the Yale-China 
Association, non-profit organizations promoting 
educational exchanges with Greater China. 


By Charles Abernathy 




Chai Feldblum 


DEGREES 
BA. 1979 
Barnard 

W>. I9&5 

Harvard 

EXPERIENCE AND- AFF| L! ATJ0N5 
Legis lalivc Counsel, Am trrcan 
Civil Liberties Union 
D-i'flctor of Legal Research, 

AID'S Action Council 

Law Clerk, Han. Harry A. Biacknun, 

US, Supreme Court 

Law Cterfco Hon. Frank M, Coffin, 

Federal Court of Appeals- 

for the first Circuit 

Legislative Assistant, 

Congresswoman Barbara MikiJlsRi 

COURSES 

Disability Discrimination Law, Federal 
Legislation Clinic, Legislation, Sexual 
Orientation and the Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Gay People, Trans People, Women: Is 
It All About Gender? 17 H,Y, Law S-|- 
of Human Rights £23 (2000) 

The Definition of Disability Under the 
Americans with Disabilities Act: What 
Happened, Why and What Can 
We Do About It? si Berkeley J, £m.p, 
ft, Lab, L 91 (2000) 

A Progressive Moral Case for 
Same-Set Marriage, 7 Temp. 

Civ. & Pol. Liberties Rev. 48$ (1990) 
The Revolution of Physical Disability 
Anti-discrimination Law: 1976-1996, 

2a Mental & Physical Disability 
L. Rep. 613 (1996) 

Sexual Orientation, Morality, and 
the Law: Devlin Revisited, 

97 U. Pitt. L. Rev. 327 (1990} 


“I WANTED TO BE THE FIRST WOMAN TALMUDIC SCHOLAR," CIIA 1 FELDBLUM EXPLAINS. .SHE STILL HOLDS A PASSION 
lor the 'Intellectual challenge of focusing ort the test, weeing how even' word has meaning.” But after college, 
she found herself drawn away from religious studies into the world of legislation. There, her mastery of text 
fulfilled an even deeper passion—the pursuit of justice. The injustice chut rouses Chai is a society chat forecloses 
opportunity tor women, people of color, gay people, or people with disabilities. 

Professor FeldhlumV attraction to both academic and activist commitments is revealed in a 
series of chess-like career moves that have kept both options in play. First, her academic education (Bernard, 
summit cum Iaude\ Harvard Law, magna cum laude) led her to clerkships in the highest courts (clerk to 
Frank M. Coffin, Federal Court of Appeals for the First Circuit, and Supreme Court Justice Harry Blackman). 
But her next move was to recapture her activist ground in pursuit of civil rights. Shu created her own role as a 
legislative lawyer at the AIDS Action Council and later at the ACLU, where she served as the lead lawyer 
responsible for drafting and negotiating the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). 

After teaching as a visiting professor at Georgetown for two years following passage of the ADA, 
Chai felt she would have to choose between teaching and a return to activism. She was able to combine 
rhem at Georgetown by creating and directing the Federal Legislation Clinic. Professor FeldblunTs clinic is 
the only one in the nation that focuses on federal Legislation, providing students with the opportunity to work 
with congressional legislators, Chai interprets the role of the “legislative lawyer" as an individual who combines 
a sophisticated knowledge of law with a keen sense of politics in order to research, draft, anti negotiate 
legislation and regulations. 

Her most persona! contribution to clinical teaching is to create a “work family” for teaching 
justice within the often cynical environment of the nation's capital, “I compared the abuse of personal 
power I saw on the Hill to the personal relationships 1 saw at the Court, 1 learned from Harry Blackimm and 
Frank Coffin how to create a work family based on. respect for everyone in the hierarchy." 

“Students come with talent- you don’t create that," explains Feldblum, 

“But many students have talent that is untapped. The clinic gives them an 
opportunity to he creative, a goal they can achieve by combining the abilities 
they come in with and what we teach them.” 

Apart from her work in the clinic. Professor Feldblum engages 
in both scholarship anti activism in the area of gay rights. As a consultant to 
various national gay political groups. Chai has been the lead lawyer drafting 
and promoting the Employment Non-Discrimination Act, which would 
establish employment protection for individuals discriminated against on the 
basis of sexual orientation. In her scholarly work on gay rights, Ghai has challenged 
the efficacy of resting on traditional liberal arguments of equality, and has 
argued instead that the love between gay people is morally equivalent to 
the love expressed by heterosexual couples, and that government has /, 
an obligation to support both of these moral goods. jfl 

Professor Feldhlum has resolved the dilemma 
between scholarship and activism by engaging in both arenas 
with integrity and high-voltage energy. She calls herself “a 
pragmatist with passion, 11 and that passion Is evident in her 
teaching, her writing, and her doing. The beneficiaries 
of her passion are her students, her clients, and the 
causes of justice. 


. 9 / 



By Robert Stum berg 









Heidi Li Feldman 


DEGREES 

A.B. 

Brown 


J.D. 1990 

University oi Michigan Law School: 
Ph.D. 1993 

University of Michigan 


-IT'S RIDICULOUS TO THINK THAT A PHILOSOPHER CAN TELL YOU WHAT’S RIGHT AND WHAT’S WRONG,” SAYS HEIDI Li 
Feldman, who hold* a Rh.D. in moral philosophy along with her law degree. “Philosophers don’t know that 
better than anyone else does. What philosophy can help you do is think more clearly about right and wrong. 
Thinking clearly helps you draw your own conclusions.” 

Feldman is an unabashed intellectual, in love with ideas and completely at home in the world of 
theory. Outspoken and high-spirited, she is well-known to her students lor an intensely demanding, “stand 
and deliver” classroom style that wins her high praise from her torts classes. Her colleagues know her for 
the penetrating, often intricate, questions she poses to speakers at research workshops. 

Feldman is a prominent member of an exciting new generation of tort theorists. Currently, she is 
delving into evolutionary theory and cognitive psychology to learn what light they might shed on the legal 
concept of the “reasonable person," the cornerstone of negligence law, about which she is writing a book. 



EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Assistant Professor oi Law, University 
of Michigan Law School 

Visiting Associate Professor of Law, 
Georgetown University Law Center 
Professor of Law, Georgetown 
University Law Center 
Member, American Law institute 


COURSES 

Torts- Advanced Torts: Theory 

■nid Practice; Seminars in Legal Eitiics; 

Bargain, Exchange, and Liability 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Prudence, Genevotence, and 
Judgements of Negligence: Virtue Ethics 
and Tori Law, in Symposium: Law, 
Psychology, and the Emotions, 

74 Chi.-Kent L Rev. S 43 * (rpoo) 

Fore ward to Symposium: Law, 
Psychology, and the Emotions. 

74 Chi.-Kent L. Rev. 1423 {2000) 

Beyond the Model Rules: 

The Place of Examples in Legal 'Ethics, 
Foreword to Symposium, 

12 Goo. J. Legs l Ethics 409 (J 99 ?) 
Codes and Virtues: Car Good 
Lawyers Be Good Ethical 
DeLiberators? 69 S, Cal. L, 

Rev, BS5 (1996) 

Science and Uncertainty 
In Mais Exposure 
Litigation, 74 Tex. 

L. ftew 1 [199SO 


Why tort theory V' L T wanted to teach torts because I’ve always been fascinated by an area of law 
governing the relationships of total strangers,” Feldman replies. “It’s the way that civilisation expands to take 
in more and mere people.” 

More recently, Feldman has added legal ethics to her repertoire. She has authored a well-known 
paper arguing that legal ethics has more to do with old-fashioned virtue than it does with rules of professional 
conduct ("old-fashioned," be it noted, as in Aristotle, not as in grandma and grandpa). Her seminar on ethics, 
codes, and virtues is an amazing mix of the philosophical and the practical. For weeks, her students Immerse 
themselves in contemporary moral theory; then they put what they have learned to work analyzing a series of 
videotapes of real-world dilemmas lawyers face. Finally, each student interviews a practitioner about the ethical 
side of his or her practice and examines the responses to learn whether philosophy sheds light on them. 

Heidi Li Feldman (“make sure you include my middle name—it’s important!”) knew that she wanted 
to pursue philosophy from the moment she interrupted her undergraduate education at Brown to spend a year 
at Cambridge University, At Cambridge she had the chance to study with the celebrated philosopher Bernard 
Williams. Studying with Williams and the political theorist Quentin Skinner 
convinced Feldman to abandon her plan to become a journalist and led her 
instead to graduate school and Jaw school. Feldman was interested in the way that 
ethics intersects political and social institutions, and law seemed like the 
precise point of intersection. She worked on her law degree and her Ph.D. 
concurrently, and became an articles editor of the Michigan Law Review, She 
taught at the Michigan Law School for five years before coming to Georgetown. 

Professor Feldman is taking her interdisciplinary interests outside 
the law school, speaking to physicians about why they should like—not fear—tort 
law. Recently, she was invited to deliver Grand Hounds at the National Institute of 
Health, where she exposed her audience to both the Soeraiic method and the ways 
in which tort law works to the benefit of doctors. 

What docs she like about Georgetown? The faculty, the 
students, and the location. The faculty; "A smart, collegial group, 
who encourage their colleagues and see their successes as a cause 
for celebration and not envy." The students: "Terrific! 
Sometimes they need to be prodded to get them to show how r 
impressive they really art—but they respond wonderfully to the 
prodding. 11 The location: “Washington is a great place for legal 
studies, a place where you encounter all kinds of law practice 
at a very high level." Does philosophy belong in a town 
renowned above all for its anti-theoretical pragmatism? 
"Really, philosophy at the deepest level helps you think 
with subtlety about difficult problem#—and that is what 
lawyers have to do when they solve problems for clients." 


By David La ban 


Martin Ginsburg 


DEGREES 

&.A. 1953 
Cornell 

J,D, 1953 
Harvard 


EXFERrEh'Ct AND AFFILIATIONS 
Partner. Weil, GQtshal & Mouses, 
New York City 

Charles Keller Beckman Profc^sur 
dF Law. Columbia University 
Member, American Law Institute 
and Consultant, ALI Federal Income 
Tax Projett 

Chairman, tax Section, New York 
State ear Association 
Member, American College 
of Tax Course! 


COURSES 

Business Planning, Corporate Tax, 
Federal Income Tax, Structuring 
Venture Capital Transactions 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Mergers, Acquisitions, and Buyouts, 
with J.S- Levin, 3 volumes revised 
$emi-annuaLLy 

Integrated Corporate Acquisitions, 

93 Tax Notes 553 CaQcu) 

Taxing the Components of Incomer 
A U.S. Perspective, 

83 Geo. L.J. 133 (1997) 

The Taxpayer Relief Act of 1997; 
Worse Than You Think, 

?3 Tax Notes 1790 (1997) 

Some Thoughts On Working, Saving, 
and' Consuming in Nunn-Oomenici'S 
Tax World, 48 Nall Tax J, $85 (1995) 



WHAT PHRASE REST DESCRIBES MARTY GINSBURG? "TDK BEST TAX LAWYER IN THE COUNTRY, 1 ' SAY THE MANY TAX LAWYERS 
and members of Congress who turn to him for advice when they encounter si really thorny problem. “A 
fabulous cook,” says his wife, U.S. Supreme Court Justice Ruth liader Ginsburg. “A connoisseur of fine music,” 
says his son James, founder of the Chicago Classical Recording Foundation on whose board the proud father 
sits. “A wonderful role model,” says his daughter Jane, who followed in both parents' footsteps by teaching 
at Columbia Law School 

At the Law Center, Professor Ginsburg is known for his prolific scholarship, his rigorous courses, 
and Ids marvelous sense of humor. His three-volume work on Mergers, Acquisitions, and Buyouts (with Jack S. 
Levin) is published semi-annually. Ac last count he had written over 50 articles on a wide variety of federal 
taxation issues. In his teaching, he covers che core Law Center federal tax courses and seminars in business 
planning and the tax legislative process. llis course on structuring venture capital and entrepreneurial transactions 
is a must for the student with an interest in this field. 

Outside the classroom. Professor Ginsburg influences federal tax policy. Both the Senate 
Finance Committee and the House Committee on Ways and Means ask for his advice year after year. He testifies 
repeatedly on subjects ranging from Subchapter S corporations to the tax policy aspects of mergers and 
acquisitions. Federal administrators such as the U.S, Commissioner of Internal Revenue and the Tax Division 
of the U.S, Justice Department turn to him to serve on advisory groups. Fleeted to the prestigious American 
Law Institute in 1974, he served for years as a consultant to its Federal Income Tax Project on corporate, 
partnership, and corporate-shareholder integration issues. 

To get a true sense of this man's range, however, you have to know that his fans include both U. 
Ross Perot and the National Women’s Political Caucus, lie is undoubtedly the only person on this planet to 
have been honored by both. Mr. Perot gave his reasons at the faculty dinner in 1986 where he announced his 
81-million gift to establish the Law Center’s Martin D. Ginsburg Chair in Taxation- 
empty to this day because the honoree refuses to sit in it. As Mr. Perot explained, 

Marty Ginsburg solved Perot’s most complex tax problem in hours, where others 
had fruitlessly spent days, and refused payment for his time as well. Or as Perot 
also put it, “For he’s a jolly good fellow,” As for the NWPC, it gave Professor Ginsburg 
its Martin Abzng Memorial “Good Guy” Award In 1993, Marty professes 
astonishment, saying “history reveals no prior instance of a tax lawyer held to he 
a 'Good Guy' or even a "Decent Sort,’” Hints as to what lay behind this award may 
be gleaned from some of his early work. Take, for instance, his chapter on the 
Internal Revenue Code in the 1975 Report to the United States Commission 
on Civil Rights on the Legal Status of Women. Or consider this 
recollection by a woman lawyer: Marty Ginsburg, companion 
to his wife at a program on women’s rig)its. freeing the lawyer 
to deliver her talk hv walking her infant soil up and down 
the halls in a stroller. And then there’s the fact that Professor 
Ginsburg left his job teaching at Columbia Law School to 
Mow Ills wile to Washington, D.C., where, as he explained, 

“she got a really good job.” 

Last, hut by no means least: 

Marty Ginsburg is also known among his 
friends as a man who wields a wicked 
golf club on the links. All in alt, he’s 
someone you’ll want to know. 


By Susan Duller Ross 




Steven Goldberg 


A CHAPTER THAT PROFESSOR STEVEN GOLDBERG WROTE FOR THE TEXT LA H' SCIENCE AND MEDICINE BEGINS 



6,A 1969 
Harvard 
J.D. 1973 
YaLE 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerk, justice William Brennan, Ji., 
U.S. Supreme Court 

Attorney, Office of the General Counsel, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Member, American Association for the 
Advancement of Science 


Law and Science, Constitutional Law, 
Law and Religion 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Seduced fry Science: How American 
Religion Has Last its Way , NYU (199?} 
Law, Science and Medicine, with Areen 
et at, foundation Press (2d ed„ 1996) 

Clash: tew gad Science in 
America, NYU (1994) 


with an account of the reasoning; process that Albert Einstein used in developing the special theory of relativity. 
The teat then asks the reader to compare Einstein’s reasoning to the reasoning that appellate judges use to 
decide cases. In teaching this material in his law and science seminar Professor Goldberg strives to ensure 
that class discussion extends to a comparison of the ultimate value systems used by lawyers and scientists. 

The intersection of law, science, and values has shaped Professor Goldbergs intellectual life and 
professional career. Because his father beaded a government research laboratory, Professor Goldberg saw first 
hand that science involved not only empirical testing, but questions of government funding and policy as 
well. During his undergraduate years at Harv ard, Professor Goldberg combined the study of mathematics 
with the history of science. At Yale haw School, as a research assistant to Professor Joseph Goldstein, he 
helped shape an early course on law and science. After a clerkship with Justice Brennan, Professor Goldberg 
chose to work at a then-new federal agency—the Nuclear Regulatory Commission—where science, law, and 
policy intersect every day. 

In his years of teaching at Georgetown, Professor Goldberg’s interests have expanded to Include 
explicit consideration of morality in addition to scientific research and legal process. These concerns have 
led him to teaeli a seminar in law and religion, where students consider not only the legal relationship between 
church and state, but also the appropriate role of moral and religious decision-making in the lives of lawyers. 

Professor Goldberg’s books reflect his Intellectual concerns. In Culture Clash: Law and Science 
in America, he contrasts the process orientation of law with the love of progress that is at the heart of science, 
lie maintains that in supporting basic research, our society defers to the scientific point of view. However,, in 
regulating die technology that results from that research, we shift gears and demand an extraordinary attention 
to process. The result is a regulatory gap in which the promise of science is not fully realized. 

In Seduced tty Science: American Religion I his Lost /As W-'hy, 

Professor Goldberg argues that religious leaders sometimes reflexively adopt the 
scientific perspective. This is particularly ironic because of the constitutional 
protections that our legal system extends to religious leaders in the hope that 
they will speak candidly about matters of ultimate values. Professor Goldberg 
illustrates this thesis by noting how clergy have been too quick to say that 
genetic research tells us something vital about what it is to be human, that 
prayer is important for its medical benefits, and that scientific research can 
validate the Bible. In the end, Professor Goldberg reflects on a number 
of factors, including personal experiences with his father and his rabbi, 
in an effort to make sense of the proper relation of science 
to religion in our legal culture. 

Professor Goldberg's scholarly 
concerns remain close to the interests that lie first 
developed tn his youth. He has remained close to 
Ills youth in geographic terms as well. Professor 
Goldberg was born in Washington, D,G, lie and 
his wife, Miriam, live in Maryland Just a few miles 
from where they grew up and from the high 
school where they first met. Their children, 
Joseph and Rebecca, attended some of the same 
schools Professor Goldbeig and his wife attended. 
Professor Goldberg regards himself as 
remarkably lucky to have had the opportunity 
to teach at an outstanding national law school 
located right here in his own home town. 


By Girardeau Spann 


Steven Goldblatt 


DEGREES 
B.A. 1967 

Franklm and Marshall 

3-D, 1970- 
Geflngetown 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Assistant and Deputy District Attorney, 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

Chair, Advisory Rules Committee, 

United Stales Court of Appeals 

lor the Armed Forces 

Chairperson, ABA Criminal 

Justice Section, Amicus Curiae 

Briefs Committee 

ABA Criminal Justice Section, 

The Stale of Criminal Justice 
Project Advisory Board 
Member, ASA Criminal Justice 
Standards Committee 


COURSES 

Clinical Education. Constitutional Law, 
Criminal Law and Procedure 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 


Comment to the Tentative Report 
of the Commission on Structural 
Alternatives to the Federal Courts 
of Appeals 

An Agenda for Justice: ABA 
Perspectives on Criminal and Civil 
Justice Issues, Report of the ABA 
Ad Hoc Civil and Criminal Justice 
Improvements Committees {July 199&) 
Achieving Justice in a Diverse America. 
Report of the American Bar 
Association Task Force on Minorities 
in the Justice System {July 1992} 
Criminal Justice in Crisis, Report 
of the ABA Special Committee on 
Criminal Justice in a Free Society 
(November 19B-OJ 


STEVE GOLDBLATT KNFAV IN HIGH SCHOOL THAT HE WANTED TO BE A LAWYER, EVEN THEN. EIIS INTEREST WAS NOT 



to become rich in private practice, but to make a contribution to the law and society. When Steve graduated 
from Georgetown University Law Center in 1970, his desire to contribute to public law through criminal law 
led him to .join, the Philadelphia district attorney's office, where he served three elected district attorneys over 
an 11-year period, ultimately serving as deputy district attorney heading the Law Division. 

As chief of the Appeals Division, Steve argued thousands of criminal appeals for the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania and won die respect of the Pennsylvania liar and bench for his skillful and scholarly briefs and 
his clear and persuasive oral arguments, Steve won a major car search case for the prosecution in the United 
States Supreme Court on the basis of his brief alone. Ik also argued a case before the Supreme Court involving 
the impact of a defense lawyer’s conflicts of interests on effective assistance of counsel under the SL\th Amendment. 
Both cases arc important inclusions in leading casebooks on criminal prtHJcdure and professional responsibility. 

It was natural, then, for Steve to be sought by Georgetown's clinical program. lie joined the faculty 
of the Law Center in 1981 as co director of the Appellate Litigation Clinic and in 1983 became director, a 
position he still holds, in the 18 years he has served on the faculty, Steve has piled up a record of superb teaching 
and student excellence in appellate litigation in the IJ.U. Supreme Court, the U-5- Gourt of Appeals for the D.G, 
and Fourth Circuits, the D.G, Court of Appeals, and the U.S, Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces. Steve 
brings to his clinic students a wealth of appellate advocacy experience. He has participated in 12 eases before 
the Supreme Court, five of which he has personally argued. 

Steve demands hard work and rigor from his students. He emphasizes the ethics of client 
representation and aims to impress on his students the necessity of independent integrity to the facts and the 
law. Steve strives to demonstrate to his students that good appellate advocacy is not simply based on skill, but 
also on the creative application of the law. The students are inspired to realize that the appellate process in 
which they are engaged truly does make “law." 

The American bar Association demonstrated its respect tor Steve’s research and writing abilities 
by appointing him reporter for three major national ABA committees. Former 
Attorney General Janet Reno, who served on two of these with Steve, has 
acknowledged him to !>e among the very best legal writers in the country. 

Wally Mlyniec, dean of the Law Center's clinical program, h as only accolades 
for Steve, ’‘Stew has l)een my soundest and wisest advisor in helping me 
administer the clinics program,” Wally says. ' L Not only has he been 
indispensable to me, he lias added to my enjoyment of my work through 
his constant good will and eollegtality/ 1 

When Steve is not working around the cluck in his clinic 
office at the Law Center, he is equally intensive in his love for and attention 
to his wife, Rene, who works in the Justice Department, and his two daughters, 

Sarah and Elizabeth- “They make what I do and what 1 am all worthwhile, 1 
he says. If you press him, however, Steve will admit that for many years 
his hobby has been growing orchids. His many selections of these 
exotie flowers are thriving in a temperature- and light-controlled 
portion of his basement. 


By Samuel Rash 




Lawrence Gostin 


DEGREES 
BA 1971 

State University of New York 
at Brockport 
H>- 1974 
Duke 

mi). 3994 

State University of New York 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
DirectOi; Center for Law and! the 
Public's Health 

Executive Dliectoir, American Society 
Of Law, Medicine, and Ethics 

General Secretary {Chief Executive), 
National Council for Civil Liberties, 
United Kingdom 

Research Scholar, Centre for 
Sodo-Lepl Studies, Oxford University 
Legal Director, MIND 
{Nation at Association for Mental 
Health). United Kingdom 


COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Health and Legal 
Reasoning, international Health 
and Human Rights. Public Health Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Gostffl on Menial Health Law, 

Shaw & Sons {forthcoming} 

Public Health Law and Ethics: 

A Render, University Of California Press 
(2 ooa) 

Public Health Law: Power, Duty, 
Restraint, University of California 
Press (3000) 

PufcHe Health and Human 
Rights in the HIV Pandemic, 

Oxford University Press {1997) 

Law, Science, and Medicine, 
with |udith Ateen et al., University 
Casebook Series, The Foundation 
Press (1996) 



IN HIS PROFESSIONAL LIFE, PROFESSOR LARRY GOSTIN HAS PLAYED MANY ROLES—ACTIVIST, LITIGATOR, POLICY MAKER, 
teacher, and scholar-—and lias been involved in a range of substantive areas of medicine and health policy. Ills 
quest to improve the lives of the unfortunate is captured best by Larry’s paraphrase of the words of Dr. Martin 
Luther King, “a life is not what you get, a life is what you give.” 

Ills participation in a study of North Carolina mental hospitals, while attending Duke University 
Law School, was a life-forming event, Larry spent approximately six weeks in a mental hospital as a pseudo¬ 
patient—a sane person pretending to be mentally ill. lie encountered many dangerous patients but learned that 
the staff could be even more dangerous. He participated in litigation against the state that eventually led to reform 
of the mental health system. Ills appetite whetted, he applied for and received a Fulbright to study law and 
psychiatry for two years at Oxford University, He stayed on as a litigator, policy maker, and activist in Britain. 
Larry was aggressive in promoting the interests of the mentally ill and mentally disabled and sewed as the legal 
director of the National Association lor Mental Health in the United Kingdom from 1975 to 1982, bringing landmark 
cases before the European Court of Human Rights. 

After what became a decade in England, Larry and his wife, Jean, and his children,, Bryn and Kieran, 
packed their belongings in four suitcases and returned to the United States, He was itching to teach and to write, 
so lie joined the Harvard School of Public Health as a member of the faculty. In 1986, he took on the additional 
responsibility of serving as the executive director of the American Society of Law, Medicine, and Ethics, 

Over time, Lanyas interest in the individuals relationship to government deepened and broadened to 
include concern “about the health of communities and the rights of communities.” Formulating and articulating a theory 
of affirmative governmental obligations in the context of public health issues, he discovered, is a much tougher task than 
helping to keep government at a distance. Elis latest books, both published by die University of California Press, explore 
these issues; Public Health Law; Power. Duty. Restraint (2000) and Public Health Law and Ethics: A Reader (2002), 

Larry was attracted to Georgetown because the Law Center has a joint degree program with Johns 
Hopkins University’s School of Hygiene and Ihiblic Health, one of the best, if not the best, public health schools 
in the nation. The combination of Georgetown Law and Johns Hopkins was “irresistible,” he said. 

Larry’s presence has been strongly felt at both Johns J Iopkins and the 
Law Center since his arrival. lie was instrumental in obtaining a grant from the 
Green wall Foundation to establish a fellowship program, that Mill allow post¬ 
doctoral students trained as lawyers, physicians, and social scientists to pursue 
their studies in law, public health, bioethics, and health policy. The program is 
the first of its kind in the country. He also received a iSI.5 million grant on 
genetics and the law from the National Institutes of Health. Most importantly* he 
is director and principal investigator of the Center for Law and The Public’s I Ie;dth 
(a national collaborating center of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention) 

In addition, Larry has become a vital presence in the University 
and has helped to solidify relationships with other parts of Georgetown 
concerned with health and medical matters. They include the 
Institute for Health Care Research and Policy, where he serves on 
the steering committee; the Medical School; and the Kennedy 
Institute of Ethics, where he is a fellow. 

Larry has changed his location, but in all 
important respects his life remains the same, lie is a 
prolific writer and scholar. He teaches. He helps shape 
public policy- By any measure, Larry Gostin has lived 
his life in accordance with his view' that one should 
give hack to one’s society and contribute to protecting 
the interests of the less well off and the most 
vulnerable. 


By Patricia King 







Michael Gottesman 


DECREES 
A.S. 1956 

University of Chicago 
LLR. 195? 

Yale 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Trial Attorney U-S, Department 
ef Justice, Anti-Trust Division 

Partner, &T<?dhoff 8. Kaiser, 

Washington, D.C, 

Member, Judicial Nominating 
Commission for the District of Columbia 
Member, Executive Board oF the 
lawyers 1 Committee for Civil Rights 
Under Law and its Amicus subcommittee 

Member, legal Committee, American 
Association of University Professors 

COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Contracts, 
Employment Discrimination Law, Torts 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Disability, Federalism, and a Court Wilh 
an Eccentric Mission, 6a Ohio 5t L.J, 

31 (2001) 

Union Summer: A Reawakened Interest 
in the Law of Labor? 1396 Sup. Ct 
Rev, i$5 

A Tale of Two Discourses: Wildem 
Gould's Journey From Ihe Academy to 
the World of PoUlfcs, at Stan, L Rev, 
TAP [1995) 

in Despair, Starting Over: Imagining 
a Labor Law for Unorganized Workers, 
69 Chi.-Kent L, Rev. 59 C199# 

Wither Gocst Labor Law: Law and 
Economics in the Workplace, 100 Yale 
U. ( 1991 ) 


RICHARD EPSTEIN OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO LAW SCHOOL ONCE DESCRIBED PROFESSOR MIKE GOTTESMAN 



as “forever curious,” because he has an unquenchable intellectual curiosity. 

We, Mike Gottesivuin’s colleagues, know this to be true. Often lie has amazeJ us by teaching a 
course mainly in order to learn it. Mow can it be that a labor law practitioner-turned-academic is teaching 
courses in insurance law, international trade law, not to mention conflicts of law, or the combined torts 
and contracts course (bargain, exchange, and liability) in our optional first-year curriculum? Not only that, 
liovv can lie get rave reviews from his students in all these courses? Also, how does he manage to spin off law 
review articles in these subjects just because he gets curious about them—while at the same time writing steadily 
arid influentially in his mainstream area of interest, employment law? 

Mike Gottesman Is an enormously popular teacher Mis classroom style is deceptively relaxed— 
deceptive in that, despite the informality and easy-going atmosphere, every class has been thought through 
thoroughly in advance and is equipped with prescribed goals that are both announced and accomplisbed- 

Both in and outside the classroom, it is palpably clear that Professor Gottesman cares deeply 
about his students. For example, each year he schedules small-group lunches so that he can spend casual, 
social time with all 125 students in his first-year Section, lie spends much time coaching moot court teams, 
organizing events to raise money for student charities, or simply discussing the job market, 

Mike Gottesman joined our faculty after 28 years of law practice in Washington with BredholY 
& Kaiser, one of the best known and most respected labor law firms in the country. Me has continued to 
argue Supreme Court cases since joining our faculty, and has won 15 of the 18 cases lie’s argued. 

Many of Mike Gottesman? courtroom successes involved high-profile cases that received extensive 
press coverage. For example, he successfully represented the estate of Karen Silkwood before the Supreme 
Court, arguing that nuclear power companies should pay punitive damages in cases of controllable radiation 
exposure, IIis greatest personal satisfactions were the victory before the Supreme Court in Steek^rkers u, 
TVeber, in which private affirmative action to offset past discrimination in employment was upheld; the successful 
class action against Northwest Airlines, resulting in a 860 million punitive damages award for flight attendants 
who were the victims of sex discrimination; and, most recently, the Supreme Court’s 
decision in Oimstsad *?. L.C., recognizing the right of mental patients to 
treatment in the community, where appropriate, rather than in institutions. 

Those of us who have spent most of our professional lives 
as law teachers know how rare and how hard it is for a practitioner 
to make a successful mid- or la re-career shift from practice to 
academia. The problem usually does not lie in the classroom, but 
in the demand made by the law teaching profession for serious- 
minded scholarship. Yet here. Professor Gottesman confounded every 
skeptic. His writings since he came to Georgetown as a full-time faculty 
member have been described variously by leading labor law academics 
as brilliant, masterly, thorough, important, persuasive, 
profound. Who could hope for better adjectives? 

Probably enough has been said to 
get across the basic message—that Georgetown 
Law Center benefits enormously from Mike 
Gottesman? presence on its faculty—and by his 
continuing, with us, to "'have a good time doing 
what he does.” 

By James O id ham 
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G. Mitu Gulati 


DEC,SEES 


University of Chicago 
iVI.A., Economics 
v 3 ie 
J-E>- 

Yale 


MITU GULATI JS INTERESTED IN MANY THINGS, WHICH IN TURN MAKES HIM VERY INTERESTING, I FIRST GAME INTO 
contact with Mitu when he was hi HI a law clerk who had worked oil some very scholarly securities fraud 
opinions and was interested in pursuing some of the underlying ideas. He was intent on becoming a law 
professor, and I watched his entry* into teaching as a young corporate-securities scholar at UCLA, He began 
writing and quickly became a rising star in the field. 

About that same time, 1 discovered another interest of his. In the same issue of a law journal in 
which I had an article was one that Mitu had co-authored with David Wilkins at Harvard about the obstacles 
minority lawyers face as they try to progress through large law firms. W hile much of the article was on the 
internal organization of firms (admittedly, a conventional corporate law matter), there was also deep attention 
to the mechanics of prejudice and discrimination. Broader interests than the typical corporate scholar pays 
attention to. 


■EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Associate, Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & 
Hamilton, New York 

Law Clerk, Hon. Sandra L Lynch, 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
First Circuit 

Law Clerk, Samuel A. AEito. Jr„ United 
States Court oF Appeals for The Third 
Circuit 


COURSES 

Corporations, Interdisciplinary 
Workshop on Law and Business 
Institutions, Securities Regulation 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Why are There So Few Black Lawyers 
in Corporate Law Firms? 3c, Californio 
Lav/ Review 432 (1996) 

Efficiency Wages and Tournaments: 

A Theory of Employment Discrimination 
Law for “High-Lever lobs. Discussion 
Paper no, 182, John M- Clin Center 
for Law, Economics, and Business, 
Harvard Law School, with David 
Chamy (March 

Remnants of Matrilmy: Widows of Two 
Kerala Villages, 76 MANU5HI: JournoF 
of Women and Society 32, with Lee la 
Gulati (lg^g) 


As I came to know Mitu better, the unusual breadth of his interest's became even clearer, J now 
know that he thinks and writes deeply about such things as racial and other forms of workplace discrimination 
well beyond the law firms setting, sovereign bond debt, how judges think and how their reputations evolve, 
and how worker cooperatives are organized in India, That is a unique intellectual portfolio. And the work is 
so well done in each area. I was struck at a conference I recently attended, for example, where some of the 
country’s best employment law scholars remarked on how much Mitu’s writing on workplace discrimination 
had affected their thinking. 

Georgetown is very lucky to have found a scholar of such intellectual diversity, then, as well as 
a first-rate corporate-securities scholar. And lucky also to have found someone with a vital interest in legal 
education. Mitu is a great teaeher—I’ve seen the student reviews—who is interested in what law school is all 
about and what it has the potential to become. Another of his recent projects, with some UCLA colleagues, 
has been an empirical study of upper-class student satisfaction with their academic experience together with 
how and whether those students stay engaged in the curriculum, especially in the third year. The standard 
and realistic fear is that engagement is low, and so is satisfaction. Gulati fit at. found this to be only half true. 
Engagement is lower than it should be. both in terms of attendance and class participation, 
hut satisfaction is still fairly high, curiously. To explain this, Mitu and bis colleagues put 
forth a theory of what law students seek out of law school, which turns into suggestions 
for how to recapture some of the engagement. The paper offers delicious food for 
thought and has provoked a lively debate among his new Georgetown colleagues. 
So add legal education to the list of Mims Holds. 

It's taken awhile for me to discover an underlying theme to his 
diverse interests, but 1 think there is one. Though Mitu is trained as an 
economist (he has a master’s degree from Yale), he doesn't believe that the 
standard assumptions and methods of economic analysis get it quite right 
in deserving the worldngs of firms, markets, and institutions made up of 
real people. It oversimplifies. And that oversimplification sometimes gets in 
the way of seeing how iiijListiee can be established and perpetuated—whether 
in law firms, corporations, or the sovereign debt incurred by 
underdeveloped countries- Mitu is a very 7 rigorous thinker, 
but never wants his readers to be blinded by simplicity 
to darker complexities of social reality. That, too, is 
a reason we very much wanted him here. 

By Dana Id Langevoort 











Charles Gustafson 



B.Sr 

Buffalo 

j.D. 

Chicago 

EXPERIENCE AI4D AFFtLIATIQMS. 
Slate Department Attorney 
Lecturer in Law, Ahmadu Bette 
University in Zaria, Nigeria 

Associate, Shearman 
&. Sterling, Ftew York 
Associate, Surrey & Morse, 
Washington, D,C. 

VisiLing Lecturer, Institute *F 
Intenvational and Comparative Law, 
■Guadalajara, Mexico; and Universities 
and legal institutions in Argentina, 
Australia, England, France, Ireland, Italy, 
Japan, Kenya, Mexico, the Netherlands, 
Nicaragua, Paraguay, Portugal. Spain, 
Sweden, Switzerland, and Taiwan 


COURSES 
International Business Transactions. 
International Law, International 
Tax Planning, Law and 
Development Taxation 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Articles on Taxation 

and International Law Issues 


CHARLES GUSTAFSON JOINED THE LAW CENTER FACULTY IN 1972, AFTER WHAT HE CHARACTERIZES AS A "CHECKERED 
career" during the decade after his graduation from the University of Chicago Law School. The squares in that 
‘‘checkered career 1 ’ included several years as a member of the initial faculty of law of Ahmadu Bello University 
in northern Nigeria, practice with firms in New York (Shearman & Sterling) and Washington (Surrey & Morse), 
and a stint with the Office of the Legal Adviser of the Department of State. 

Gustafson’s principal academic interests arc in tax law and policy, international law, and 
law and development, lie is the co-author ot' three casebooks on aspects of federal taxation, in eluding Thtffflf&m 
qfInternational TVartsctchons, which currently is tlic most widely used casebook in the field, lie was the principal 
tax consultant to the Privacy Protection Study Commission and the draftsman of its report on taxpayer 
confidentiality, which led to the adoption of the privacy provisions now found in Section 6103 of the Internal 
Revenue Code, lie was also the principal rapporteur for an American Law Institute study, Federal Income Tax 
Simplification, which he characterizes as “a great idea whose time may never come." Citing the extraordinary 
strength of the Law Center in his two principal fields, Gustafson often observes that “there could he no 
better place for me than Georgetown and Washington.” 

Gustafson says that, despite the number of years that he has been doing it, teaching is still 
the most satisfying aspect of his time at Georgetown. He particularly enjoys teaching a course such as basic 
income taxation, which many stLidcuts approach with considerable reluctance and very modest expectations. 
However, many discover with some surprise that the examination of the economic, social, and political 
consequences of the income tax system provides a remarkable vehicle for examining at least some aspects of 
governance in this country. There are a number of tax experts who have declared that their career path was 
substantially affected by Gustafson's basic course. Declining to embrace the “international law as theology” 
school, his approach to the course includes a sharp focus on the tasks that “international lawyers” are called 
upon to undertake. He says that his seminar on law in developing countries should be subtitled “Life in 
80 percent of the world for two credit hours.” 

I’Tom 1995-2000, Gustafson’s responsibilities at the Law Center 
expanded, as he served as the first associate dean for international programs, 
and from 1997 as the associate dean for graduate programs as well. During 
that period, the international elements of the Law Center were strengthened 
and expanded, programs for foreign lawyers were offered in several other 
countries by Georgetown faculty, and additional opportunities were created 
to enhance the academic opportunities available for graduate students 
in each of the various programs. 

In addition to his work at the Law Center, Dean Gustafson has 
been active in bar organizations, has consulted for government agencies and 
international organisations, and serves periodically as an arbitrator in commercial 
and investment disputes. lie is often invited to lecture in countries around the 
world and, in fact, has lectured at universities on every inhabited continent. 

Gustafson contends that his sanity, “such as it is,” is 
maintained In part by cherished hours on the tennis court (albeit 
diminished by the frustrations of occasional rounds of golf). 
Asked by friends whether teaching has become routine, he 
/ responds that “teaching is a process of constant renewal. 
The joys of the classroom and of meeting former 
students embarked upon successful careers are the true 
compensation of this job and this life.” 

B y James Feinermati 


Three Casebooks on Taxation 

















Robert Haft 


DEGREES 
0 A 1952 

College of the City of New York 

l-D. i$54 
Columbia 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

law Clerk, Judge Irving Ft. Kaufman, 
U,S. District Court S.D.N.Y. 

Associate, Goldstein, Judd & GurFein 

Partner, Stamer & Haft and Ktonlsh, 
Ueb, Weiner & Heilman 
Special Counsel and Special Consultant, 
Securities and Exchange Commission 

Member, Executive Council, Securities 
Law Committee, Federal Bar 
Association; American Law Institute 


COURSES 

Corporations, Securities 
Regulation, Torts, Comparative 
Corporate Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Due Olllge nee in Securities 

Transactions {2002 ed j 

Liability of Attorneys and Accountants 

for Securities Transactions 

(aopa ect.J 

ltanfaire Capitol and Smalt Business 
Financings (2002 cdj 
Analysis af Key SEC Na-Action 
Letters {2002 etf.) 

Tax-Advantaged Securities^ 
with Peter M, Fass, £s<j, (2002 edj 


BOB HAFT PRACTICED WHAT 1IE TEACHES. BEFORE COMING TO THE LAW CENTER, HE WAS ONE OF THE LEADING 



securities lawyers in the world, overseeing: international corporate financial transactions. Ills clients include 
many of the world’s largest investment and merchant banks. He was die principal lawyer for Bernard Com fold's 
Investors Overseas Services and its “Fund of Funds,” then the world’s largest mutual fund. Hafts office was a 
townhouse on Manhattan’s upper East Side. Mis Wall Street clients arrived in their limousines for conferences 
over lunch served in the Haft firm’s backyard. When not at the office, Haft was likely on one of his innumerable 
one-day trips to Europe. 

Haft’s clients weren’t exclusively multinational corporations. There was also Timothy Leary, the 
celebrated Harvard professor and counter-culture iconoclast. Leary’s first visit to the Hah firm caused a sensation. 
Some Wall Street clients were leaving as a shaggy, long-bearded figure with tassels and beads entered the 
townhouse. Ensconced in their limousine, the Wall Streeters called Haft oil their car phone to report a prowler. 
“That was no prowler, that was my client,” was Haft’s quick reply. 

Haft represented Leary in the Supreme Court, seeking to overturn his criminal conviction. The 
ease was paired with another that raised the same issue: whether, consistent with the privilege against self- 
incrimination, the government may prosecute persons who fail to report and pay tax nn the marijuana they 
possess. Halt’s argument must have been good. As he was leaving the podium, the lawyer for the defendant 
in the companion ease asked if Haft would argue his ease, too. Haft proceeded to argue his second Supreme 
Court case of the day. As he left the podium the second time, his former law school professor, Milton Handler, 
approached the bench to argue the next case. M I suppose you’d like to argue my ease, too,” whispered Handler. 
Haft scored a rare double-header, arguing and winning two eases oil the same day. 

In 1977, Haft became special counsel to the Securities and Exchange Commission, His first 
mission was to investigate Ncw r York City’s default on S1Q0 million in bonds. Armed with a 100-person 
support team. Haft conducted a massive investigation and prepared a report concluding that New York’s 
mayor, Abe Beanie, had known that false statements were made in issuing the honds. Beanie was then running 
for re-election, and was locked in a close primary battle with Ed Koch and 
Mario Cuomo. Beame lost the primary to Koch by a narrow margin, and 
blamed his defeat tin the Matt report. A New York Post front-page headline 
read: “Haft Who?” 

Georgetown’s good fortune began with Halt’s assumption 
of his SEC duties. He began teaching securities law as an adjunct 
professor and a year later accepted an offer of a full-time academic 
position. Haft has become a fixture at the Law Center, teaching 
securities and corporate law courses, as well as torts, to chock-full 
classes of adoring students. He has also created a course in comparative 
corporate law, comparing American corporate law to that of other major 
industrial nations. 

While fully ensconced as an academic. Haft has kept 
a toe in the real world. For several years, he continued to serve 
as consultant to the SEC. More recently, he has become 
a highly sought-after expert witness in high-stakes 
securities eases. He authors a number of annual 
publications that arc a staple for the securities 
bar and frequently speaks at conferences 
of securities lawyers. 


By Michael GotfdStfitift 








Lisa Heinzerling 


DEGREES 
A.B. I9t!l 
PtircElo-n 

J.D, 19S7 

University of Chicago 

EXPERIENCE AMD AFFILIATIONS 
Visiting Professor, Vale Law School 
and Harvard Law School 
Assistant Attorney General. 

Erwiran mental Protection Division, 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts 

Law Cterfc, Justice William j. 

Bremen J>r,„ LES, Supreme Court 
Law Clerk. Hon. Richard A. Posner, 
U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Seventh Circuit 


COURSES 

Environmental Law. Government 
Processes, Natural Resources 
Law, Ro^ulatlnj Risk, Torts 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

The Humbugs of the Anti-Regulatory 
Movement, with Frank Ackerman, 

37 Cornell L. Rev. 643 (2002) 
Pragmatists and Environmentalists, 
113 Harv. L. Rev, 1421 (2000) 
Environmental Law and the Present 
Future, Geo. L.[. (1999) 

Oiscounlfng our future, 34 
Lard & Water L, Rev. 39 £1999) 
Regulatory Costs of Mythic 



USA IIEINZERUNG GOES HER OWN WAY. A CAREFUL THINKER, WITH A GENTLE VOICE, SHE PURSUES IDEAS TENACIOUSLY 



and forges fresh, independent analyses, She has brought the welcome perspective of a younger generation to her 
work at Georgetown in environ menial law, 

Lisa’s independence of mind has stood her in good stead. She served as the first female editor in 
chief of tile University of Chicago Law Review, and clerked happily for both Judge Richard Posner, of the U-S- 
Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit, and U.S, Supreme Court Justice William Brennan. After clerking and a 
public interest fellowship in Chicago sponsored by Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom, she eschewed the 
usual paths for three years of environmental litigation with the Massachusetts attorney general's office. 

When Georgetown sought to add a professor in environmental law, Lisa stood out both for her 
intelligence and for her freedom from academia and policy vvonk orthodoxy. At a time when “regulatory reform” 
has been seen triumphant, she lias carefully criticized administrative reliance on cost-benefit devices and urged 
a more favorable evaluation of command and control mechanisms. 

Lisa’s first scholarly article deflated claims hv leading scholars that “pollution trading” schemes, 
such as the creation of a market for tradable sulfur dioxide permits in the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments, 
would enhance political deliberation by elan lying the issues at stake. She also has drawn on her t>aokground in 
environmental law to develop criticisms of one of the Supreme Court's most widely accepted doctrines. The 
Court has regularly said that state laws discriminating against interstate commerce are unconstitutional Examining 
several Court decisions involving efforts by local governments to control the generation and disposal of solid 
wastes, Lisa suggested that the Court may be employing its doctrine in the service of ideas of economic due 
process that have been largely discredited when they are openly presented. 

During the summer of 1994, Lisa advised the Senate Judiciary 
Committee on the nomination of Stephen Brcycr to the Supreme Court. 

Her involvement with Brevers published scholarship stimulated her to 
write a review of Brevet's much discussed hook, Breaking the Vicious 
Circle, about administrative law. E ler review, entitled L ’Political Science,'' 
trenchantly criticizes Brcycr for displacing democratic, political 
decisionmaking in favor of decisionmaking by scientific elites. Since 
then, Lisa has also published articles on risk and regulation in the Yale 
Iaxw Journal, the Harvard Lose Kevitsfif, the Georgetown Law Journal, 
and the Corned Law Review, Her 1998 article in the Yak Law Journal 
and her 1999 article in the Georgetown Law Journal were named by a V 
panel of experts in the field among the 10 best environmental or land use 
articles of 1998 and 1999, respectively. In 1997, Professor lleinzerling was a 
visiting professor at the Yale Law School. In the winter of 2001, she visited 
at Harvard Law School, 

Thankfully, Lisa’s tough mi tided ness does not result 
in ferocit y of demeanor. Rather, she is a solicitous and witty 
colleague with whom it is a thorough delight to work or chat. 

Lisa lives in Bethesda (admittedly a lapse into conventionality) 
with her husband, Bob Lechleider and two children, Mariah 
and Lucas. 


At 


By Peter By rtie 








John Jackson 


DEGREES 
A.B, 1954 
Princeton 

J-E- 1959 

University pf Michigan 


EXPERIENCE AND- AFFILIATIONS 
HciicE E. Y nit mu Pn>FeSSdr 0! Law, 
University of Michigan 
Associate Vice President for Academic 
AFfalrs (International Studies}, 
University of Michigan 
Henry R. BuizeL Professor of Law, 
University of Michigan 
Visiting Fellow, Institute 
of International Economics 
General Counsel, IJ. 5 . Office at 
the Special Trade Repiesentalive 


Courses 

International Environment 
and Trade Law, International Trade, 
Law and Policy of international 
Economic Relations 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

lego! Problems of International 
Economic Relations^ with William 
J, Davey and Alan 0. Sykes Jr, 

(qth ed,, zoos) 

The Jurisprudence of GATT 
on d WTO Lzotw) 

The World Trade Organization: 
Constitution and furlsprudence (199B) 
Implementing the Uruguay 
Round, co-edited wlUi 
Alan 0 . Sykes Jr. (1997) 

The World Trading System; 

Law and Policy of International 
Economic Relations (and ed., 1997) 



JOHN JACKSON IS NO STRANGER TO ANYONE ANYWHERE INVOLVED IN TRADE LAW TO INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC 
law aficionados, John’s work is legendary. His work on the Trade Act oir 1074 and the dispute settlement 
aspects of the World Trade Organization have won him special acclaim. lie is widely credited with creating 
tlie intellectual frame work for the new WTO dispute settlement procedures providing for binding panel 
decisions and an appellate body. Ills first book, Hhrfd Trade and the Jmw of GATT, launched his career in 
international economic law. The Ixiok has been referred to as “the iiiblc” for trade law and policy specialists, 
including diplomats and government officials. 

John received his A.B. from Princeton in 1954, graduating from the Wilson School of Public 
and International Affairs. After two years in the U.S, Army, he went to the University of .Michigan Law School, 
where he received his .LD. and wen the Coblenz Award for the best law review work- After two years of law 
practice in Milwaukee, he joined the faculty of the University of California, Berkeley School of Law. But his 
mid-Western roots lured him hack to Michigan, and, hi 1966, he left Berkeley to become a faculty member 
at Michigan, where, in 1983, he became the liessel E, Yntenia Professor of Law. During 1988-89, he served 
as the associate vice president for academic affairs (international studies) at the University. In 1998, John 
accepted a position at the Georgetown University Law Center as a University Professor. He remains a member 
of the University of Michigan law faculty with emeritus status. 

During his more than 38 years of teaching law, John lias prtKluecd 10 books and many dozens 
of articles, chapters in books, and reports. His casebook on Legal Problems of International Economic 
Relations (with Davcy and Sykes) is in its fourth edition {2002j and is widely used in courses across the 
country. His treatise on The World Trading System is in its second edition and is an indispensable guide to 
understanding trade law. Recently, he also published The Jurisprudence of GATT and UTO (2001). 

From 1973-1974, John served as a general counsel for the U.S. Office of the Special Trade 
Representative (now the office of the I’.8. Trade Representative), and subsequently, in 1974, as the acting 
deputy special representative for trade. His legacy was the Trade Act of 1974, which introduced the famous 
section 301, which John recalled was originally a diplomatic protection concept. 

John*® work has garnered many honors. He served as vice 
president of the American Society of International Law from 1990-92 
and has been honorary vice president since 1996. He serves on the 
editorial advisory' boards of many journals and is editor in chief 
and founding editor of a journal started in 1998, the Journal of 
International Economic Luts. He is a member of the American Law 
Institute and the Council on Foreign Relations. John's influence is 
multiplied by the many students throughout the world whose lives he 
has touched. In 1.992, he was given the Wolfgang Friedmann 
Memorial Award for lifelong contribution to international law. 

He shares his life with his wife, Joan Leland, 
and their three daughters, Lee Ann, Jeannette, and 
Michelle, and four grandchildren. When he is 
not researching, teaching, or providing 
advice to governments or private clients, 
he may be swimming or biking, or, during 
sojourns to Japan, scouring the side streets 
of Tokyo for modem Japanese prints or older 
woodblock prints. 


By Edith Brown Wiiss 


Vicki Jackson 


DEGREES 
BA 1972 
Yale 

J,C. 1975 
Yale 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
bw Clerk, Hon, TJsurgqcid Marshall, 
U,S, Supreme Court 
Partner and Associate, Rogozin, 

Stem & Hose 

Co-Chair, Special Committee 
on Gender, D.C, Circuit Task Force 
on Gender, Race, and Ethnic Bias 
Chair, Federal. Courts Section, AMS 
Member, D,C, Bar Board of Governors 

COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Comparative 
Constitutional Law, Federal Courts, 
Supreme Court and Comparative 
Constitutional Law Seminars 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Holistic Constitutional Interpretation, 
53 Stan, L, Rev, 1259 (zooi) 
narratives of Federalism: 

Of Conltnulties and Comparative 
Constitutional Experience, 

51. Duke L.J. 323 (a 001) 

Principle and Compromise in 
Constitutional Adjudication: The 
Eleventh Amendment and Stats 
Sovereign I mm unity, 75 Noire Dame 
L Rev, 953 (2000) 

Comparative Constitutional Law, 
with Mark Tush net (*9990 
Federalism and the Uses and Limits 
of Law: Prfntz and Principle, 
lit Harv, L. Rev, si&q (199$ 




VICKI JACKSON'S INTERESTS IN LAW GO BACK A LONG WAV- HFR TRIPS WITH HER FATHER TO THK LAW LIBRARY OF 
the Association of the Bar of the City of New York Introduced her to the mysteries—and occasional joys—of legal 
research. After law school she completed a hat trick of clerkships with distinguished federal judges in the Second 
Circuit (Murray Gurfein), the Southern District of New York (Morris Lasker), and the Supreme Court (Thurgood 
Marshall)—a feat that may lie unique in the past few deeades. 

She was a litigator with a Washington law firm for eight years, longer than she had expected. 
But she decided to go into law teaching because, like litigation, it presented her with new challenges every 
year: “You are frequently faced with a high learning curve and don’t do the same thing over and over,” as 
she puts it. And, although she loved litigation, a 11 academic career made it easier for her to devote the time 
she wanted to her family, 

As a teacher and scholar, Vicki Jackson has drawn on her earlier experience. She remembers 
the generosity of the late Yale Law School professor Robert Cover in giving her and another classmate a two- 
person tutorial in federal jurisdiction, simply because they were unable to take die course at the regularly scheduled 
time. Having taught at Georgetown since 1985, Professor Jackson now knows how extraordinary a gift of time 
and attention that was. 

She gives the same depth of attention and care to her own courses. While serv ing as co-chair of the 
special committee on gentler of the D.C. Circuit’s Task k’orcc on Gender, Race, and lithnic bias, she developed 
a course in which students engaged in empirical research on gender issues in the federal courts, which 
resulted in a number of published articles. And her more recent work on comparative constitutional law was 
deepened by the contributions made by Georgetown students with a wide range 
of backgrounds and experience with other legal systems. 

Professor Jackson has made her name as a scholar as one of 
the nations premier students of federalism. Her interest in the subject goes 
back to her clerkships. She recalls one case In the district court in 
which she found the law of the Eleventh Amendment so peculiar 
that she was driven to grapple with the complex issues raised by the 
Supreme Court’s decisions. She has continued to do so in her meticulous 
articles on that amendment. 

While she was working for Thurgood Marshall, the Justice 
was assigned the opinion for the Court in an intriguing case 
involving a challenge under a federal statute to a practice by 
a Native American tribe that amounted to gender 
discrimination. The ease prodded Protestor Jackson to think 
about how to deal with questions about die relation between 
national law and historically subordinated groups. She 
secs federalism as offering an answer to such questions, 
and yet understands that it raises new anti sometimes 
equally difficult questions. Professor Jackson’s subtle 
analysis of federalism has allowed her to develop 
acute criticisms of the modern Supreme Court's 
less supple approaches to these issues. 


By Mark Tush net 



Emma Coleman Jordan 



B.A. 

San Francisco State University 
j.D. 

Howard 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

President, Association oF American 
Law Schools 

President Society of American 
Law Teachers 

Member, American taw institute 
Chair of the Financial Institutions 
Committee of the California State Bar 

Intern, State Department 
Legal Advisors Office 

COURSES 

Commercial Law, Economic Justice, 
Torts, Financial Irstilutions and 
Consumer Financial Services 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Blood of the Root; Lynching, Divided 
Memory, Race, and justice in 
American Law (Basic Bonks, 
forthcoming 2003) 

Crossing the ftrwr of Blood Between 
Us: Lynching, Violence, Beauty, and 
the Paradox of Feminist History, 

3 Iowa J. of Gender, Pace, and Justice 
S4S (icon) 

To Promote the General Welfare? Ending 
Women's Poverty, 7 Georgetown J, on 
Poverty Law and Policy, 193 ( 2000 ) 
Rote, Gender, and Power in 
America, Emma C. 

Jordan and Anita E 
Hill, 

eds- (1995) 

Race, Gender, 
and Social 
Class in the 
Thomas Sexual 


Hearings, 15 
Harv. Women's 
L 11 C19911) 


'Tvt: ALWAYS HAD THE ROMANTIC IDEA THAT THE LAW EXISTED TO PROTECT PEOPLE." WITH THOSE WORDS AS HER 
guide, Emma Jordan has built a career on helping people. 

Jordan gained national prominence as one of Anita. Hill’s attorney's during the 1991 Senate hearings 
on the nomination of Clarence Thomas to the Supreme Court. But she also worked for free on a series of 
California eases in the 1980s that helped reform the way financial institutions treat consumers. “I entered law 
because Fve always been a risk-taker,” Jordan says. TVe never been hesitant to challenge authority and speak 
up when I see something wrong." 

Jordan has been working to explore and challenge various injustices in our society as a scholar, 
a teacher, and as an individual active in legal education. Site started out as a pioneer in her own legal education: 
In 197.1, she graduated first in her class from Howard University Law School in Washington, D.G., at a time 
when women were less than 20 percent of law students. She taught for over 10 years at the University of 
California, Davis; spent an intense year as a White House Fellow in 1980 working as a special assistant to 
Attorney General William French Smith (and working, closely with Ken Starr, then chief of staff); and came to 
Georgetown University Law Center in 1987. 

Throughout her career, Jordan has focused on two issues: end I rights and consumer protection. 
While she was teaching at University of California, Davis, Jordan helped write briefs and draft legislation 
that would support affirmative action. Following her representation of Anita Hill, Jordan helped organize 
a symposium and ct>edited a book with Hill entitled Mace, Gender, and Power m America. Most recently, 
she has been working on a book entitled Blood at the Root: Lynching, Divided Memory, Race, and Justice in 
American Law, which explores why the metaphor of lynching (used by Clarence Thomas in his hearing) 
still resonates so strongly in the African-American community, 

Jordan's other passion lias been consumer rights. In the early 1980s, Jordan became aware of 
problems consumers were facing in gaining access to checks chat had been deposited in their accounts. At the 
heart of the problem was the inefficient method used by banks to determine if cheeks coming 
into accounts were fraudulent or hacked by insufficient funds. Jordan attacked the 
problem from all directions. She drafted the California Delayed Availability Act, which 
proposed a comprehensive state law approach to the problem, helped coordinate a 
consumer response, and wrote a law review article in Hastings Law Journal, “Ending 
the Floating Check Game: The Policy Arguments for Delayed Availability Reform.” 

A major focus for Jordan’s passion for economic justice and civil 
rights has conic in the arena of legal education. Emma has contributed her time 
and energy to making the world of legal education as fair, diverse, and successful as 
possible, She has been an active member of the Association of American Law Schools 
since 1987, and served as the association’s first African -American president in 1992. 

For the future, Jordan plans to concentrate on economic justice 
issues. Jordan puts it best herself: “The conventional economic 
arrangements in this country make it very difficult for members 
of socially subordinated grouj>s to advance economically. This 
society still harbors racial bias in health care, public schools, 
and housing. Some of us have made progress, but for others 
it’s as bad as it ever was. The only way things will change 
is through changes in the conventional market rationales 
for distributing the basic necessities of life. That’s why 111 
concentrate on the financial side of the law.” 

Wherever Emma concentrates, good 
things will happen. Our society as a whole, and 
Georgetown University Law Center in particular, 
benefit from her passion, her commitment, and 
her intelligence. 

By Chat Feld blunt 




Neal Katyal 


DEGREES 
BA 1991 
Dartmouth 

10 .1995 

Yale 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clark, Justice Stephen Greyer, 
U.S. Supreme Court 
Law Clerk, Judge Guidn Calabresi, 
Second Circuit Court of Appeals 

COURSES 
Constitutional Law, 

Criminal Law, Computer Crime 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Architecture as Crime Control, 
in Yale Lrj, 1039 [3002) 

Waging War, Deciding Guilt, 

with Laurence Tribe, m Yale L.J. 1259 

(zooal 

Deterrence's Difficulty, 95 Mich. L 
Rev, 701 [1997) 

Our Unconventional Founding, with 
Bruce Ackerman, 6a U. Chi, L. Rev. 

475 (i?9S) 

ludges as Advicegivers, 

5.0 Stanford L. Rev. 1709 (1996) 


WHEN PROFESSOR DAVID COLE INTRODUCED NEAL KATYAL TO THE GEORGETOWN COMMUNITY, HE REMARKED THAT 
Professor Katyal is “returning to his Jesuit roots.” While this may seem a strange description for one who is of 
the Hindu faith. Professor Katyal was indeed returning to the fold of his Jesuit education. Professor KatyaJ’s 
parents, who had emigrated from the Punjab region of India and settled in Chicago, enrolled him in the Loyola 
Academy (alma mater to two Other Law Center professors, James V. Felne rman and Peter P. Weidenbruch Jr.), 
It was a wise decision, for Professor Katyal relied upon the firm foundation of his early education 
to build a very successful academic career. He graduated from Dartmouth College with highest honors and went 
on to excel at Vale Law School, where he was the symposium editor of the Yale Law journal and a member of 
the Vote Journal ofUtw and Feminism. While in law school. Professor Katyal published articles in Harvard 
Law Review, University of Chicago Law Review, UCLA Iaiw Review, and Kite Law Journal , At Yale. Professor 
Katyafs passion for writing took root, and he received a number of writing prizes and co-authored several articles 
with professors Bruce Ackerman and Akhil Amnr. After receiving his J.D.. Professor Katyal served clerkships 
with Judge Guido Cahhresi of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit and Supreme Court Justice 



Stephen Breve r. 

Professor Katya Is broad academic interests run the gamut of constitutional and criminal law 
issues, lie has written on, among other subjects, the ways in which Supreme Court justices provide advice 
to legislatures and states in constitutional opinions, the use of architecture to control crime, and the boundaries 
of the use of deterrence as a rationale for criminal punishment. His articles have appeared in places such 
as the Stanford Law Review, Michigan Law Review, Criminal Law Bulletin, and The New Republic. He 
has also written extensively about education law policy, in a New York Times article he pointed out that “even 
before we had a Constitution, this nation had begun forging a Federal role for education to insure that our 
children have some semblance of equality in education.” Tracing the historical 
evolution of his observation. Professor Katyal argued that “Article IV of 
the Constitution, which calls for a republican form of government, 
was widely viewed until the turn of the century as a Federal 
guarantee of education." 

Professor Katyal spent 1998 and 1999 serving as national 
security adviser to the deputy attorney general, LI.8, Department 
of Justice, Ills work at die Justice Department focused on war powers 
(particularly Kosovo), the Independent Counsel Act, drug and 
immigration policy towards Mexico, sales of military aircraft, affirmative 
action, and the implementation of sanctions against India and Pakistan 
for detonation of nuclear devices. In 1999, President Clinton also 
commissioned Professor Katyal to write a report on ways in which to 
improve the quantity and quality of pro bono service by lawyers 
across the country, and ways in which to enhance the 
diversity of the legal profession. In 2000, he served as 
co-counsel to Vice President Gore in the U.S, 

Supreme Court election case o i Bush v. Palm Beach 
Canvassing Boards . 

When he is not busy imparting 
knowledge fir providing counsel, Professor Katyal 
relaxes in the traditional manner—through his 
appreciation for fine wine and good music. He 
is married to Dr. Joanna Rosen and has a young 
son named Rem. 


AS 
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Patricia King 



DEGREES 
B.A. 1^3 
Wheaton 

JO * 9*9 
Hazard 


EXPERIENCE AN 0 AFFILE AT I0N5 
Deputy Director* Office 
of Civil Rights* Department of Health, 
Education* and Welfare 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General* 
Civil Division* Department of Justice 
Adjunct Professor* Dept of Health 
Polity and Management* 

School of Hygiene and Public Health* 
Johns Hopkins University 

Chah* Board of Trustees, 

Wheaton College 

Vice Chair* Board of Henry J. Kaiser 
Family Foundation 


COURSES 

Law, Medicine, and Ethics; 
Family lawi Torts 


FOR MANY OF HER COLLEAGUES, PAT RING. GEORGETOWN'S CARMACK WATERHOUSE PROFESSOR OF LAW, MEDICINE, 
Ethics, and Public Policy, is something of an institution within the institution. She has spent the last 28 years 
teaching and writing about law and bioethics at the Law Center. She would acknowledge, with characteristic 
modesty, that during that time she has seen Georgetown grow into a preeminent law school and her field of 
expertise become an increasingly central and Contentious issue of law and policy. The fact of the matter is 
that King has not been a mere witness but a vital participant in the transformations of both the Law Center 
and the legal field that is the primary subject of Iter scholarship* 

As with many such intellectual unions, serendipity brought King to the nascent field of law and 
medical ethics in the early 1970s. After graduating from Harvard Law School in 1969, she spent five years 
working for the federal government. During a year’s leave of absence to teach at Georgetown, King answered 
a request from the Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare to sit on a national commission to study and 
protect human subjects of medical research. King recalls the appointment as a moment when “life takes one of 
those strange turns." The four-year commission marked the beginning of the fledgling field of bioethics. Not 
only did Kingk one-year visit become a long-term commitment to Georgetown, but she has sat on every 
federal commission directed to study fetuses and embryos since then, “It lias been wonderful,” says King, 
“to be at the beginning of a field and grow up with it.” 

The cultural sensitivity King brings to her professional life, as well as the warmth, moral guidance* 
and dignity she brings to the life of the Law Center, are traceable to the trajectory her personal life has taken from 
a childhood in a segregated southern city to Harvard Law School. King and her sister were raised by their mother 
in Norfolk, Virginia They lived in segregated housing and attended segregated public schools. A high school teacher 
helped her prepare for and gain entrance to Wheaton College; when King traveled to Massachusetts in 1959 to 
attend the women’s college, she moved from an all-black world to an all-white one. Despite “culture shock." King 
is convinced that the four years she spent at Wheaton altered the course of her life, k was* and still is, an institution 
that nurtures its students. For every Ixtrritir, obstacle* and encounter with racism, there 
whs a fellow student or teacher w r ho offered support, opportunity, or challenge/ 1 If 
Wheaton was an education in navigating white culture* Harv ard, one of the last 
law schools to admit women, was an education in gender inequalities. Women 
law students were told they were taking the places of men, and “ladies days" 
were those designated days when women were called on in class. 

King has come full circle, bringing the best and most difficult 
lessons learned in her own courageous travels to bear on both her current 
scholarship and the Law Center community. Her most recent articles use 
critical race theory and feminism to add dimension and particularity to the 
current debates wi th in bioethics. King has also brought the 
wisdom of her experience to the ongoing Eask of defining 
Georgetown Law Center. She knows from her own 
education that being encouraged to flourish as a person 
is no small thing, and this is one of die gifts she continues 
to contribute to the law Center Eind its students. “If you 
are interested, you can grow and blossom as a human 
being here. It is no accident that we have a 
woman dean or ei Catholic tradition that values 
human dignity and justice- You can explore and 
become what you want to be and Georgetown 
will help you to do that. Not just in terms of 
race or gender, but in so many ways. Not many 
institutions do that. Not many institutions 
enjoy being modem.” 


Rate, Justice, end Research, 

In JefFrey P, Kahn et al, 
eds.. Beyond Consent* 

Oxford University Press (1996) 
Empowering and Protecting 
PalsenLs: Lessors for 
Physician-Assisted Suicide 
horn ktiE African-Amarican 
Experience, Bz Minn. 

L. Rev. 1015 (1996) 

Coses Materia!5 cwr taw, 

Science and Medicine* 
co-author (id ed„ 199*! 

The Dangers of Difference, 

22 Hastings Center 
Rep. 39 {1992) 

The Past As Prologue: 

Race, Class, end Gene 
Discrimination, In G, Annas 
A S. Elias eds., Using Ethics 
and Law As Guides, Oxford 
University Press b99“J 


By Naomi Mezey 




David Koplow 
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B.A. 1973 
Harvard 
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EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Attorney-Advisor and Special As-sislant 
Eo (he Director, U.S. Arms Control 
and Disarmament Agency 
Member, Policy Board of Legal 
Counsel for the Elderly 
Member, Steering Committee 
of Section 2, D.C. Bar Association 
Member, Social Security Administration 
Commission on the Evaluation of Pain 
Deputy General Counsel, international 
AfFairs, U.S. Department of Defense 

COURSES 

International Law I, Issues 
In Disarmament: Proliferation 
Of Modern Weapons, Center 
■for Applied Legal Studies Clinic 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
By Fire and Ice: Dismantling Chemical 
Weapons While Preserving the 
Environment ( iop ?) 

Testing 0 Nuclear Test Ban,- 
Whot Sbdirfdf be Prohibited 
by a 'Comprehensive* Treaty? (1994) 
Parsing Good Faith: Has the United 
States Violated Article VI of the 
Hudeai fton-Pro Life rat I on Treaty? 
a Wfe. L. Rev, 301 [1993) 

When is an Amendment Not an 
Amendment?: Modification of Arms 
Control Agreements Without the 
Senate, 5,9 U. Chi. L Rev 9 hi (1992) 
Back to ttie Future and Up (O' the Sky: 
Legal Implications of 'Open Skies' 
Inspection for Arms Control, 79 Cal, L 
Rev. 42a <1991) 



PROFESSOR DAVID KOPLOW IS A RENAISSANCE MAN OF THE LAW. DURING HIS TWENTY-YEAR CAREER AT 
Georgetown, Dave hies displayed uncommon versatility, virtuosity, and balance in clinical and academic teaching, 
in legal practice and research, and in work and family. 

When Dave arrived at the Law Center in 1981 from the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 
with Phil Schrsg, with whom he still teaehes, they inherited the Administrative Advocacy Clinic and “changed 
everything about it,’ 7 from its name—now the Center for Applied Legal Studies, or GALS—to its subject matter 
and methodology. As a clinician, Dave was looking for cases students cot]Id handle from start to finish in a 
semester, that were fact intensive as opposed to law intensive, that served unmet community needs, and 
that were important: enough for students and clients to genuinely care about them. Dealing with political asylum 
eases, he and Phil developed a clinical methodology that starts with the concept of student responsibility, both 
for ease development and for the priorities of their own educational growth, and is characterized by emphasis 
on personal growth in addition to conventional legal training. 

The international focus of Dave’s academic courses and scholarly research, where he moves “from 
small claims court to the International Court of Justice," contrasts sharply with his CALS clinic, although they 
share similar practical concerns. In his approach to introductory international law, Dave connects the more 
abstract principles of international law with events of the real world. “Instead of a course book, you could almost 
have students subscribe to the New York Times or WasiiingtQn Post" to study current crises around the world, 
he notes. His specialty is arms control and international security, where his work has evolved with the times. His 
arms control seminar is structured to dovetail with his scholarly pursuits. He maintains a student-centered focus 
in his academic teaching. When asked to comment on the remarkable fact that for two consecutive years participants 
in his arms control seminar won the award for best student paper at the Law Center, he deferred to them, saying 
it was “satisfying to help students develop and then realize genuine scholarly ambitions.” 

During 1997-99, Dave took a Leave of absence to engage in the practical 
application of his interests at the Department of Defense, where he served as 
deputy general counsel for international affairs. There, he was “responsible for 
the legal aspects of everything the Pentagon did that touched another country.” 

In those two years, Dave grappled with domestic and international legal issues 
regarding Iraq and Yugoslavia, lie dealt with such matters, often not in the 
headlines, as ongoing negotiation and implementation of arms control treaties. 

This experience enriches his teaching. One of his strongest impressions is “how 
hard-working, dedicated, insightful, and smart my Pentagon colleagues arc.” 

On the home front, Dave is an active parent of three boys, His qualities 
as a teacher are reflected in his view that out of all his experiences, personal and 
professional, the most exciting things he has ever done were “helping my 
youngest son learn to hit a curve ball, helping my oldest son to keep his 
elbow in while shooting a basketball, and heing mv middle son’s cub 
scout den leader.” Dave’s wife, Karen, is his high-school / 
sweetheart from Kioux Tails, South Dakota. 

Dave recognizes how personal issues can help 
or hinder the group process and how people interact 
with each other. “Terrific lawyers bring tine full range 
of personal and interpersonal experience to their 
work. What lawyers really do demands that full 
range of insights.’ 1 ' 


Ry Rick Roe 














Donald Langevoort 
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B,A- 1971 

University of Virginia 
J.B. 1976 
Harvard 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Associate, WiLmer, Culler ft Pickering, 
Washington, D.C, 

Special Counsel, U.5. Scturities 
and Exchange Commission 
Professor, Vanderbilt University 
School of taw 

COURSES 

Corporations, Securities 
Regulation, Contracts 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
The Human Nature of Corporate Boards: 
Law, Norms, and the Unintended 
Consequences of Independence and 
Accountability, £9 Geo. LJ, 797 (2001} 

Organized illusions? A Behavioral 
Theory of Why Corporations Mislead 
Stock Market Investors 
{and Cause Other Social Harms), 

146 U. Pa. t. Rev. 101 C1997) 

The Seventh Annual Abraham 
PomeranEz Lecture: The Epistemology 
of Corporate-S-wu rifles Lawyering; 
Beltefe, Biases, and Organtxational 
Behavior, 63 Brook. 

L. Rev. 629 (1997) 


DON LANGEVOORT IS FASCINATED BY GRAND THEMES; POWER, WEAKNESS, HONOR, CORRUPTION, DESIRE, THAT’S WHY 



be enjoys teaching and writing about corporate law and securities regulation. 

“Corporate and securities law is extraordinarily rich in human drama,” says Don. This view may 
help explain Slow a man who majored in religion and social philosophy at the University of Virginia has gone 
on to establish himself as one the nation’s leading experts in business law. Cataloging Don’s honors and 
achievements is a humbling task. In addition to his many scholarly articles, he has published a treatise on 
insider trading and is co-author of one of the leading textbooks in securities regulation. lie has testified before 
the lj.fi Congress on numerous occasions, he serves on the legal advisory board of the New York Stock Exchange, 
and he is the editor in chief of West Publishing's Securities Imxb Review. Perhaps the best example of Don’s 
preeminence may be a series of phone calls lie received back In 1995. At the time. Congress was considering 
legislation that would make it significantly more difficult for investors to sue corporations for securities fraud. 
President Clinton* in turn, was considering whether he should sign or veto such a bill. To whom did the White 
House turn for advice? Don Langevoort* of course. 

All this from a man who decided to go to law' school “by default,” because “none of the obvious 
alternatives was all that appealing.” Don's decision to devote his career to the' study of the business world stemmed 
from a surprising discovery he made soon after he arrived at Harvard haw School and took a course in corporate 
law. Like stjcial philosophy, business law was about power, authority, and human relationships. 

To learn more about the corporate world* after graduating in 1976, Don accepted a position with 
the Washington, D.C.* law firm of Wllmer, Cutler & Pickering, then moved to a position as special counsel at 
the Securities and Exchange Commission. But teaching and scholarship were always 
at the hack of Don’s mind. In 1981, lie left the SIX’ to Join the faculty at Vanderbilt 
Law School. In the years that have followed, he has produced a blizzard of 
scholarly articles on virtually every corporate and securities topic imaginahlc. 

These include takeovers, insider trading, managerial behavior, securities fraud 
damages, the bureaucratic functioning of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, acid the effects of information technology on the securities markets 
(to name a few), hi 1999* Don joined the faculty at the Law Center, where, 
in addition to his scholarship and teaching, be directs the Sloan Project on 
Business Institutions, 

Yet Don has never lost sight of the human element of corporate 
law that lie finds so fascinating. As Don puts it* lL I love to think about why people 
behave the way they do.” Don’s eye for the human side of business may 
help explain why he is such an effective and popular teacher. During 
his years at Vanderbilt, Don won the Hartmann Award for 
Excellence in Teaching not once but four times. 


By Lynn S'tot/f 





Charles Lawrence 
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Attorney, Pubic Advocates Int., 
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Professor, University of San Francisco 
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Professor, Stanford Law School 
Fellow, Center for Advanced Studies 
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Director, Board of Directors, Public 
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Member, Board of Education, Dlsldcf 
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COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Education Law, 
Critical Race Theory Seminar 


REPRESENTATIVE. PUBLICATIONS 
Two Views of The River: A Critique of 
the LiberaE Defense of Affirmative 
Action, 101 CoL L. Rev. 928 (2001) 
Race and Affirmative Action: 

A Critical Race perspective, 

in The Politics of Law: A Progressive 

Critique, Basic Books (1998) 

HA? Won't (Jo Bank: Making the Case 
for Affirmative Action, with Matsuda, 
Houghton-Mifflin (1997) 

Words that Wound: Critical face 
Theory, Assaultive Speech, 
end The First Amendment, with 
Matsoda, Delgado, and Crenshaw, 
Westview Press ft 9 ? 3 > 

Race, Mull cultural s m, and the 
jurisprudence of Transformation, 

47 5tan, L Rev, £19 (199s) 1 


THE LETTER ON THE WALL ABOVE PROFESSOR CHARLES LAWRENCE'S DESK IS DATED JUNE .1. 1943. “MY DEAR SIR,” IT 



rends. “May L congratulate you upon your advent into this astonishing world and hope that you may be able to do 
something toward straightening it out. Very sincerely yours, W.E.1J. DuBois.” Charles Lawrence was one-month 
old when he received the letter from the renowned scholar /activist. Charles’s lather was a graduate student at 
Atlanta University and DuBois was his teacher. Twenty-five years later, when Lawrence graduated from law school, 
he framed it together with a drawing of the great man. “It T s hung in my office ever since,” he says. 

Some years ago, when Charles Lawrence, then a tenured professoral Stanford, joined the Georgetown 
faculty, I asked him why he left one prestigious law school and the beautiful weather of Palo Alto, to join another. 
He replied that he was attracted by the racial diversity at Georgetown, Here his voice would be his own—he 
could assert his views as one among many minority legal scholars. There would be no expectation that he speak 
for all Africa n-Amerleans. 

That does not mean that Charles Lawrence has lost the fire in his 1 jelly for the things in which he 
believes. Professor Lawrence, whose course offerings include constitutional law, race discrimination law. education 
law, and law and religion, has never been content with teaching Iris students legal doctrine and theory. He grew 
up walking with Iris parents in demonstrations and on picket lines. Before he became a law teacher, he was a 
community organizer, the principal of a community school, and a civil rights lawyer, lie still sees himself first and 
foremost as a civil rights advocate. “As a teacher my primary weapon in the struggle for justice is my students," 1 
he says. “I want them to he activists, to take responsibility for helping shape and define our Identity as a 
community ” In his classes Lawrence encourages students to talk with one another about the issues that most 
deeply divide them—racism, sexism, homophobia, poverty. 

“Professor Lawrence doesn’t hide behind the role of the detached 
objective scholar, 1 ’ says one student, “lie brings himself to class. lie says, ‘This is 
who I am and what I stand tor.' And lie invites you to do the same.” 

Chuck Law r rence is proudest of his tolluence upon individual 
students. One of these. Federal District Court Judge Martin Jenkins, tells the 
story of stopping by Lawrence’s office at the end of his first year. Jenkins had 
done well, lint he felt alienated and was thinking of leaving school. At the end 
of a 45-minute conversation. Professor Lawrence said two tilings: One, 

“Congratulations for doing so well.” And two, “Do you think you could help more 
people by staying than leaving?" 

Charles Lawrence’s students know him primarily as a gifted teacher, 
but lie is also one of the Law Center's most influential scholars. He is a 
prominent voice in the emergent genre of critical race theory and 
one of the nation’s leading authorities on affirmative action. His 
books on hate speech and affirmative action, co-authored with 
Georgetown Law Center professor Mari Matsuda, have won awards 
for “outstanding work contributing to public understanding of 
intolerance," and author Jonathan Kozol has called their mrxst 
recent book, We Won't Go Hack: Making the Case fun- Affirmative 
Action, “a moral essay in the tradition of DuBois and Dewey,,, in 
the very best sense a transcendent work.” 

Charles Lawrence describes his own work in 
more modest terms. Tm just trying to do something toward 
straightening this world out.” 


By Sherman Cohn 





Richard Lazarus 
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EXPERJE«C6 AND A Ff IL1ATIONS 

Attorney. Environment and Natural 

Resources Division, United States 

Department of Justice 

Assistant to the Solkito r General 

of the United States 

Professor of Law, Washington 

University, St. Louis 

Member, U. 5 . Environmental Protection 

Agency National Environmental 

Justice Advisory Connal 

Woodrow Wilson fellow 

COURSES 

Environ menial Law, Natural Resources 
Law, Appellate Advocacy, Torts 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLIC AT IONS 

Restoring Whafs Environmental About 
Environmental Law In the Supreme 
Court 47 u.c.l.a. L. Rev. 703 (2000] 

Meeting the Demands of integration 
in the Evolution of Environmental Law; 
Reforming Environmental Criminal Law, 
S3 Geo, LJ, 24a7 £11995} 

Shifting Paradigms of Tort and Property 
in the Transformation of Natural 
Resources Law, In Trends in Noturol 
Resources Low ond Policy , L. 
MacDonnell & 5 . Bales, eds. £1993} 
Putting the Correct "Spin” on Lucas, 

45 Stan. L, Rev. 1411 (1993] 

Pursuing '‘Environmental |ustlce H : 

The Distributional Effects of 
Environmental Protection, 

87 Nw. U. L. Rev. 7B7 [199$ 


CITIZEN-SCHOLAR PAR EXCELLENCE, RICHARD LAZARUS HAS A WELL-DESERVED NATIONAL REPUTATION FOR 
scholarly writings that often identify problems others have not yet noticed or that challenge conventional 
wisdom In the environmental law community. After receiving his R,A- in economics and his B.S- in 
chemistry from the University of Illinois in 1976, and his J.D. from Harvard in 1979, Lazarus served as an 
attorney in the Land and Natural Resources Division of the U.U. Justice Department and later as an 
assistant to the solicitor general. After several years of law teaching at Washington University in St- Louis, 
Lazarus came to Georgetown in 1995. 

Richard Lazarus grew up in an academic family in Urbaiia, Illinois, where his father was a 
widely admired professor of physics. The only lawyer whom Richard really knew growing up was Lou 
Poliak, a family friend (then a law professor, now a federal judge). So it was perhaps only natural that 
Lazarus knew from an early age that lie, too, wanted to be a professor. Lazarus was also precocious in his 
determination to become an environmental Lawyer. At the age of 17, he took a semester off from college 
and traveled through Europe, largely on his own. In Venice, viewing the decay to historically important 
buildings caused by industrial pollution from nearby cities, he decided to become an environmental 
lawyer. In this way, he felt lie could combine his strong background in math and science with his love of 
public policy and politics. It was with this determination in mind that he created for himself a 
double-degree program at Illinois (including a semester taking economics courses at M.l.T. and Harvard) 
to prepare himself for a specialty (in environmental law} that was only then coming into existence. 

lbs scholarship situates problems in environmental or natural resources law in broader 
political and institutional frameworks and seeks to advance constructive and belter understandings of how 
courts, legislatures, and administrators should behave. Known for his “jeweler’s eye” in 
identifying important issues t hat need to he addressed, Lazarus speaks at scholarly 
conferences around the world on environmental issues, lie recently traveled 
to Iran to offer a week-long workshop on environmental law at Tehran 
University. He Is willing to take on any issue and any institution, as 
witnessed by a recent paper criticizing Harvard Law School’s 
contributions to environmental scholarship. 

In the academic year 1999-2000, Lazarus was a Woodrow 
Wilson Center Fellow, writing a 30-vear retrospective book on environmental 
law in the United States. Not all of his other written work is in die law reviews; 

Lazarus is a regular columnist for the Environmental Law Institute’s 
Envmmmctual Forum magazine, tor which he writes short, provocative essays. 

Among other activities, he has continued to be active in the litigation of 
environmental eases, especially in the Supreme Court, and more generally, in 
facilitating Supreme Court practices in a variety of areas by arranging moot courts, lie 
is director of the Law Center’s Supreme Court Institute, which provides moot 
courts for oral advocates in over 50 percent of the cases before the court. 

In addition to his scholarly work and his continuing 
involvement In litigation of environmental issues, Lazarus receives rave 
reviews from students both here and at the other law schools where he has 
taught. Not only is he a superb classroom teacher, he is generous in 
devoting time to out-of-class activities. Perhaps most indicative of Ins 
dedication was a visit he loti, during a blizzard, for 15 seminar students 
to see a Supreme Court argument in an environmental case and meet 
with the lawyers thereafter. Lazarus has worked with students to 
re in vigo rate the Environmental Law forum, regularly invites his 
students to moots of actual upcoming cases, and demonstrates his 
athletic talents through regular participation in the '‘free throw” event 
at the annual "Home Court” basketball game. 

By Vicki Jack son 



David Luban 
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COURSES 

Professional Responsibility, legal lustier?, 
Business Crime, international Human 
Rights, Center for Applied legal Studies 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Lego! Ethics* with Deborah l, Rhode, 
Foundation Press (3rd ed,, 2000 
Natural Law as Professional Ethics: 

A Reading of Fuller, jS Social 
Philosophy -ft Policy 176 (aooi) 

The Ethics oF Wrongful Obedience, 
in Cfeborah L. Rhode, ed.. Ethics In 
Practice* OxFord University Press C2000) 



PROFESSOR DAVID LUBAN IS FUNNY, WARM, ENGAGING, AND GENEROUS, AND HE IS ALSO UNQUESTIONABLY ONE OF THE 



most prominent legal philosophers of our time. By the virtually universal judgement of his peers, he is the 
intellectual lender in the field of legal ethics. He firmly believes and persuasively argues that lawyers, as 
professionals, should be committed to justice, and that this central commitment should define the lawyer’s 
role, including the role-morality that structures lawyers’ relationships with their clients. David has worked 
steadfastly over the last two decades to lay bare the implications of that conviction for our understanding of law, 
legal institutions, and of legal ethics. By doing so, his work has immeasurably improved our understanding of law, 
justice, and the relation between them, and of the lawyer's potential for and contribution to both. 

David received his B.A. from the University of Chicago in 1970, where he studied, “ideas and 
methods,” with a concentration in mathematics. After graduating with honors, he went oil to Yale, where he 
earned an M.A. and Ph.Q. in philosophy, graduating in 1974. 

Professor Luban joined the Law Center in 1995 as the Frederick Maas Professor of Law and 
Philosophy. Me has authored or edited five books, including a widely used casebook on professional responsibility, 
and over 50 articles on issues of ethics, justice, and jurisprudence. His 1988 book, JMwycrs and Justice* argues 
for a lessening of the distance between professional ethics and ethics per se, and shows how dosing the gap would 
improve the quality of justice lawyers are required to uphold. The licok has become a classic in the field and for 
good reason. It is a joy to read. The arguments are clear and the prose straightforward- The hook is full of 
refreshing insights and rewards careful reading and re-reading 

To my mind, the most distinctive and unifying feature of Professor Luban's work is that lie is so 
clearly comfortable grappling with fundamental issues, wherever they are raised and in whatever form, whether 
in philosophical and literary classics, biographies and histories of lawyers and judges, 
television shows such as LA, Law, or codes, legal opinion, and treatises. Thus. 

Professor Luban has written extensively on the Nuremberg trials; on Hannah 
Arendt’s moral philosophy; on the problem of Just Wars; on the nature of 
justice and law in Aeschylus's classic trilogy, The Qnt&lreid; on Holmes’s 
conception of law, lawyering, and legal ethics; and on any number of 
jurisprudential or philosophical issues raised by cases or by his colleagues 
in traditional academic legal writing. 

David Luban is praised in the highest terms by everyone even 
passingly familiar with his work. Legal academics in his fields at Stanford, 

Yale, and Harvard have called his work “spectacular/' “phenomenal,” “engaging. 

“beautifully written,” "wonderful,” “entertaining/' “always interesting, subtle 
and a joy to read." Professor kubans interests also include the real-world 
issues of practicing lawyers. He has eo-taught in the Center for Applied 
Legal Studies (GALS), the Law Center’s political asylum clinic, and, 
as a result of that work, developed a distinctive legal ethics course 
for clinical students. 


By Robin IVesf 
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COURSES 

Family Advocacy Clinic 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Memorandum In Support of Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction, HFtfl'famsv: 
AtkvtmOn, C.A, NO. OO- 1 O 13 , IDEA 
Jtigation {D.D.C. anon) 

Memoranda in Support of Motions for 
Preliminary Injunction and for Summary 
Judgement, Center for immigration 
Polity Revie w v, Thornburgh, 

CA. No. B&-10&S, nationwide 


amnesty (D.D..C. lpfiB) 
Promoting Settlement, 
foregoing tire Facts-, 14 
NYU Rev. L A Sol Change 
575 (* 3 «$) 

Brief for Respondents, 
Cork v. Community for 
Creative Nonviolence,. 
with Burt Neubome, 4b8 
U.Sr IBS, First Amendment 
rights of homeless 
persons ( 19 * 4 ) 


POOR FAMILIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, AS ELSEWHERE, FACE A MYRIAD OF PROBLEMS, MANY, IF NOT MOST, 
of which derive front their poverty. Professor Laura Macklin lifts devoted herself to addressing issue* related to the 
education and welfare of poor children with special needs; she does so through die vehicle of the Law Center's 
Family Advocacy Clinic, of which she is the director. 

Macklin came to the Law Center in 198L Prior to joining, the Law Center faculty, she had lieen an 
associate with the Washington, D C,, firm of Covington & Burling and then a staff attorney in the Law Reform 
Unit of the D.C. Neighborhood Legal Services Program (NLSP). It was actually while working for Covington 
ik Burling that Professor Macklin, as she put it, 41 had the opportunity to learn in a direct and close-up way that 
she loved legal services work" and wanted to do it for as long as she could. She learned this through her 
participation in a Covington program whereby a firm lawyer, accompanied by a secretary and a paralegal, 
could spend six to eight months in a Neighborhood Legal Services office. 

A glance at a typical week in the clinic for Laura Macklin reveals the Breadth of her 
responsibilities. In the course of such a week, she would: (1) eo-teacb two, two-hour classes with the graduate 
teaching fellow in the clinic; (2) along with the graduate fellow, meet one hour or more with each of the 
student teams of two (six teams in all) in the clinic; (3) meet informally with each team individually, several times 
a week, for 10-20 minutes, as events unfold and issues and challenges arise; (4) visit at least one if not two 
schools, community organizations, education specialists, or health-care providers as a means of increasing 
the resources available to serv e clinic clients or establishing relationships with people who might refer clients 
to the clinic; (5) spend two to three hours meeting with other advocates for poor families in the areas of 
special education, family Jaw, child services, or government entitlements; and {6) 
work witii teaching assistants, who arc taw students who formerly participated in the 
clinic. She might also speak at a brown-hag luncheon or other program 
sponsored by the Womens Legal Alliance or Women in Law as a Second 
Career, or the new Children’s Advocacy group. 

Professor Macklin cherishes her time with her husband, 
Eric Richard, and their two sons. Drew and Brendan. At the time her 
son Brendan was old enough for day care, the Law Center had opened 
its child care center, and this provided her with one of the greatest joys 
of her life: the opportunity to spend precious moments in the ear with 
him during the commute to and from school. Priceless as well were the 
peace of mind of having him close by and the ability to introduce 
him to the Law Center community. When she can find a spare 
moment, Professor Macklin loves to take long walks, jog, 
swim, play soccer, read books, and see friends. 

Rlizaheth Patterson 
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COURSES 

American Legal History, Asian 
Americans and Legal Ideology, 
Feminist Legal Theory, First 
Amendment, Torts 

REPRESENTATIVE. PUBLICATIONS 
We Won’t Go flock: Making the Cose 
for Affirmative Action, with Charles 
Lawrence, Houghlon-Mlfflin (1997) 
Where is Yoar Body?; 

Essays on Race, Gender, and the Law, 
Beacon Press [1996] 

Words that Wound 1 Critical Rate 
Theory, Assaultive Speech, 
and the First Amendment, with 
Lawrence, Delgado 9 Crenshaw, 
Westview Press 61? 93 ) 

Early Women Lawyers 0/ Hawaii, 
ed.. University of Hawaii 
Press [19yz) 



FROM HER EARLIEST ACADEMIC PUBLICATIONS, THE PROLIFIC PROFESSOR MATSUDA HAS SPOKEN FROM THE PERSPECTIVE 
and increasingly used the method that has come to be known as critical race theory. She is not only one of its most 
powerful practitioners, but is among a handful of legal scholars who can lie most credited with its development. 

Her first article, “Liberal Jurisprudence and Abstracted Visions of Human Nature,” published in 
1986, boldly—albeit respectfully 1 —‘took on liberal legal philosopher John Rawls' theory of justice and in doing so 
announced her own philosophical orientation. Matsuda concludes her piece with an idea that Informs much of her 
work in subsequent years: “There is, as Rawls suggests, a place called Justice, and it will take many voices to get 
there.” The voices she has in mind are the voices that have been left out, “outsider” voices speaking as individuals 
and as members of their communities of origin, voices of subordinate peoples. Voices from the bottom, Matsuda 
believes—and critical race theory posits—have the power to open up new legal concepts of even constitutional 
dimension. Paradoxically, bringing in the voices of outsiders has helped to make Matusda’s work central to the legal 
canon. A Vale Law School librarian ranked three of her publications as among the “top 10 most cited law review 
articles” for their years of publication. In addition, judges and scholars regularly quote her work. 

Mari Matsuda is also known as a teacher. Her elective courses are typically over-subscribed, she has 
lectured at every major university* and she is much in demand as a public speaker. Judges In countries as diverse 
as Micronesia and South Africa have invited her to conduct judicial training, and other law professors count her 
as a significant influence on their own work. Harvard professor Lani Guinier says “Mari Matsuda taught me that 
I have a voice, I did not have to become a female gentleman, a social male. Nor should I strive to become someone 
else in order to be heard," And social critic Catherine MacKinnon says of Matsu da's book. Where /s Your Body: 
Essays on Race, Gender, and ihe Late. “Her writing shines, her politics illuminate, her passion touches and 
reveals.,. Community grows in her hands. Read her. We need this,” 

For Matsuda, community is linked to teaching and scholarship. She serves on national advisory 
boards of social justice organizations* including the American Civil Liberties Union, the National Asian Pacific Legal 
Consortium, and Ms. magazine. By court appointment, she is a member of the Texaco 
Task Force on Equality and Fairness, assisting in implementation of the largest 
employment discrimination settlement in IJ.S. history. “Every one of the 
publications that 1 am known for came out of some kind of pro bo no 
community work I was doing.” she says. Her Yaie Law Journal article on 
accent discrimination* for example, came out of her representation of 
Manual Fragante, immigrant and Vietnam veteran. Although he placed first 
of 700 applicants on a civil service test for the job of clerk in the Hawaii 
Department of Motor Vehicles, Fragante was passed over because of his 
accent. For her work on such cases, A Magazine recognized her 
in 1999 as one of the 100 most influential Asian Americans 

Judge Richard Posner, in his quantitative 
analysis of scholarly influence, lists Mari Matsuda as 
among those scholars most likely to have lasting 
influence. Yet in other venues, be has criticised the 
narrative methods of critical race theory. This paradox 
of criticism combined with recognition perhaps best 
characterizes reaction to Matsuda s work. People, in 
her optimistic words, “learn and grow through 
interaction with difference* not bv reproducing 
what they already know.” A faith in law's 
potential for reconstruction to create a more 
inclusive democracy Illuminates all of Mari 
Matsuda^ work. 


By We tidy Williams 




Carrie Menkel-Meadow 


DEGREES 
BA 1971 

Barnard [Columbia! 

J-D, *974 

UnlversHy of Pennsylvania 

LLD. (Hen.) 3995 
QuimnipiaC CoUegt! of law 


EXPERIENCE AMD AFFILIATIONS 

Chair, Georgetown-Center for 
Public Resources Com mission on 
Ethics and Standards in Alternative 
Dispute Resolution 

Director, Georgetown-Hewlett Program in 
Conflict Resolution and Problem-Solving 

visiting Professor. Harvard law School 
Co-Director, Center on Conflict 
Resolution. UCLA 

Board of Directors, American 
Bar Foundation 

COURSES 

Alternative Dispute Resolution: (Theory, 
Practice, and Policy; Civil Procedure; 
Negotiation and Mediation 1 legal Ethics 
and the Legal Profession; Multi-Party 
Dispute Resolution 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
DfsptrJe Processing and Conflict 
Resotutioni Theory, Practice, and Policy, 
Ash gale-Dartmouth Press (2003) 

Aha? Is Creativity Possible in Legal 
Problem Solving and Teachable In 
Legal Education? $ Harv. Negotiation 
L. R. (2001) 

The Limits of Adversarial Ethics 
in Ethics in Practice, Deborah Rhode, 
ed., Oxford Uni v. Press (1999) 

The Causes of Cause Lawyering: 

Toward An Understanding of the 
Motivations and Commitments 
of Social Justice Lawyers in Cause 
Lawyering; Political CommiVnenls 
and Professional Responsibilities? 

Austin Surat & Stuart Schclngold. 
eds„ Oxford Univ. Press {1993) 
Mediation: Theory, Practice, and Polity, 
ed., Ashgate Press (1991) 



CARRIE MENKEL-MEADOW HAS SPENT MOST OP HER PROFESSIONAL LIFE LOOKING FOR AND FINDING COMMON 
denominators. She Began her career as a clinical teacher who soon recognized that both classroom teaching 
and clinical teaching required clear, rigorous approaches to understanding the theory and practice of law. As 
a young law teacher, she soon recognized that the “we-they 1,1 dichotomy in legal education had created counter- 
productive hierarchies between clinicians and traditional teachers. 

By entering law teaching from practice she hoped to combine levels of analysis—dealing with 
decisions about real people In legal, policy 1 * and sociological terms. Her search for better solutions for human 
and legal problems led to her Interest in the field of alternative dispute resolution. Although she identified with 
clinical teachers, as a woman, she realised that the “macho" culture of litigation was antithetical to her own 
deeper preference for collaborative problem solving. 

Professor Mcnkel-Meadow’s search for the most appropriate form of dispute resolution led to the 
establishment of a new field, She Is a nationally known pioneer In the field of conflict resolution, negotiation, 
and mediation. Professor Men kel-Meadow's passion for justice and conflict resolution can he traced to the 
lessons she learned from her parents, both Holocaust survivors, Menkel-Meadow says that “my parents' 
experiences caused me to recognize that although the world may be a place where there can be cruelty and 
unfairness, 1 could make a contribution by supplementing my work as it litigator in a culture that rewarded 
polarized, confrontational tactics with more humane and interest-satisfying approaches. I made the transition 
to mediation, and became one of the founders of conflict resolution in legal education, as a way to achieve 
justice and make the world a better place through talk and empathy rather than only lawsuits," 

Menkel-Meadow, like a true bridge-builder, understands the value of a good old-fashioned lawsuit 
nevertheless, She says, “There arc times when even I say 'to hell with this ADR stuff? There are limits to 
mediation and settlement. Every once in a while I return to my roots of being a civil rights lawyer where rights, 
rather than interests, have to be vindicated," Georgetown students have appreciated heir eclectic and pluralistic 
approach to alternative dispute resolution and civil procedure. This comment is 
representative: “It was in the hope of learning from professors like Professor 
Menkel-Meadow that I chose Georgetown,, .[she has| a gift for teaching. [It's] a 
privilege to study with her." Her colleagues, too, have appreciated her 
generosity in leading an interdisciplinary research workshop for faculty with 
presentations from the Leading scholars in law and society issues. 

Our success in bringing Professor Menkel-Meadow to 
Georgetown* after her 20 years at UCLA Law School, has been amply 
rewarded with Carrie’s presence as a respected and influential leader 
on alternative dispute resolution, legal ethics, and feminism. Her 
scholarly activities include drafting and writing about ethical rules 
for lawyers in conflict resolution roles, and developing new 
theories for the application of social science principles and 
empirical knowledge to negotiation in both domestic and 
interii a tional eon texts. 


tty Emma Coleman Jordan 






Naomi Mezey 


DEGREES 
8 .A. 1987 
Wesleyan 
M-A, 199a 

University flF Minnesota 

l.o. 1995 

Stanford 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerk* Hon. Marilyn Hall Piitdl, 

U.S. District Court for the Northern 
District of California 
Legislative Aide for the 
Environment and Natural Resources 
Committee, Sen. Alan Cranston 

Legal worfc with NAACP Legal Defens* 
and Education Fundi. Federal Public 
Defender, San Francisco; American 
Civil Liberties Union 

COURSES 

□vil Procedure* Legislation, 

Nationalism and Cultural Identity 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Out of the Ordinary: Law. Power, 
Culture, and the Commonplace, 26 
Law & Soc. Inquiry 145 [2001) 

Law as Culture, 13 fate J, L, S Human, 
35 two*) 

The Distribution of wealth* 

S-overel^rty, and Culture Through 
Indian Gaming, 48 Stan. 

L. Rev. 711 (1996J 
Dismantling the Wall: Bisexuality 
and the Possibilities of Sexual Identity 
Classification Based on Acts, in 
Berkeley Women's LJ, 9s (199 5J 
Legal Radicals in Madonna's Closet; 
the Influence of Identity Politics, 
Popular Culture* and a New Generation 
on Critical Legal Studies, 46 Stan. 

L. Rev. 1835 (1994) 




DESPITE IMPRESSIVE CREDENTIALS, NAOMI MEZEY SEES HERSELF AS VERY MUCH A WORK IN PROGRESS. “MY DREAMS 
sire still coming true/' says the Georgetown law professor, who waxes enthusiastic about her job and the 
intellectual community among faculty and students at the Law Center. 

Mezey graduated with distinction from Stanford Law School in 1995 where she held a public 
interest fellowship, was an articles editor of the Stanford Law Review, and was the star student in the 
legislation class 1 conducted as a visitor there. She began publishing while still in law school, beginning with 
an article entitled, “Legal Radicals in Madonna’s Closet; The Influence of Identity Politics, Popular Culture, and 
a New Generation on Critical Legal Studies.” No one will ever call her a cloistered academic. 

It comes as no surprise that Messy came to law school with art M.A. in American Studies, earned 
at the University of Minnesota. In feet, it was at Minnesota that the urge to go to law school took hold. 
According to Mezey: “I love ideas, and I love writing, but my prior experience in politics made it especially 
important to me to work with ideas that i felt mattered, that had a tangible relationship to the world we live 
in. Graduate school didn’t seem to be offering that.” And so she left Minneapolis for Falo Alto. Mezey found 
the intellectual challenges of law school, as well as the change in climate, “enormously satisfying.” Since 
then, Mezey says, her scholarship has been an attempt to integrate the insights of two disciplines; cultural 
studies and law. After law school Mezey remained in the Bay area to clerk for two years for Judge Marilyn Mali 
Patel of the Northern District of California. Mezey credits Judge Patel, whom she found "Very dynamic, very 
smart, act incisive and yet creative legal thinker/ 11 with giving her a great practical education that had been 
missing from law school. 

Mezey credits her family and childhood with the development of her abiding interest in culture 
and politics. The young Naomi Mezey lived a nomadic existence because her parents “were hippies with 
wanderlust." Childhood peregrinations took the family to Spain, rural California, and Utah until the family 
settled in Claremont, California. Thanks to Mezey’s father, a poet, there 
were always writers visiting the house when she was growing up. Mezey 
came east to attend college at Wesleyan University, where she graduated 
with high honors. It was her inherited “love of the literary” that helped 
Mezey secure, after graduation from Wesleyan* a Watson Fellowship 
that took her to Spain, where she wrote poetry, researched the 
Spanish Civil War, and translated lor the New York Times. 

The following year she oaine to Capitol Hill, where 
she spent two years working for Senator Cranston as a legislative 
aide for environmental and natural resources issues, A decade 
later Mezey is back in the nation’s capital, putting her experience 
in polities to use in teaching Georgetown’s popular course in 
legislation, hi her own writing, Mezey attempts to make Sonie 
systematic sense of the relationship between law r atid culture 
by “using theory to understand how legal rules may change when 
placed in the context of the way people live and how they 
understand themselves. People might follow the rules, or they 
may contest them. Other times they may redefine the rule, and 
then sometimes they are redefined by the rule itself. All of these 
possibilities* particularly the last, 1 find fascinating,” 

When not teaching and writing, Mezey—and her 
husband, Matthew Paul—enjoy life with their two sons Jake 
and Julien. 


By William Eskridge Jr. 
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Wallace Mlyniec 


DEGREES 
B. 5 , 19*7 
Ngnhwes(em 
j.D. 1970 
GtiorgtfLown 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Executive Director, 

Circuit ludi-ci-aL Conference Committee 
on A.8.A, Standards Washington, D,C. 
Swedish Bi-CenternraL Fellow 
Chair, A-BJt, Juvenile Justice Committee 
Associate Dean, Lupo-Ricci 
Professor of Clinical Legal Studies, 
Georgetown University Law Center 


COURSES 

Juvenile- justice- Clinic, Elements 
of Clinical Pedagogy, Family Law, 
Juvenile Courts 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

The Hidden Evil of Children Living in Jail, 
21 Children's Legal Rls, l 2 fcooi) 

The Intersection of Three Visions — 

Ken Pye. Bill Pincus, and Sill 
Greenhalgh — And Ehe Development of 
Clinical Teaching Fellowships, *4 Tens. 
L Rev. 963 C1997) 

a judge's Ethical Dilemma: Assessing 
a Child's Capacity to Choose, G4 
Fordham L, Rev, 1673 (1996) 

Whatever Happened to the Right to 
Treatment? The Modern Quest for a 
Historical Promise, with P. Holland, 

*$ Temp, L. Rev, 1791 (1995) 

Who Decides: Decision Making in 
Juvenile Delinquency Proceedings, in 
Sthleal Problems facing the Criminal 
Defense Lawyer; Practical Answers to 
Tough Questions 105, Rodney J, Uphofl, 
ed. (1995) 



DEAN AND PROFESSOR WALLACE j. MLYNIEC IS THE CONSUMMATE CLINICAL LAWYER AND TEACHER. FOR MORE THAN 
30 years, he has defended the rights of juveniles accused of committing crimes, while shaping the hearts and 
minds of young lawyers enrolled In his clinical program. And he has simultaneously redefined Georgetown 
University Law Center, by expanding Its vision of education to include experience as well eis theory and by 
deepening its commitment to public service. 

In 1972, Mlyniec became the first director of the Juvenile Justice Clinic and an early champion 
of clinical legal education. One of Mlyntec’s early successes was a class action suit that prevented the District 
of Columbia from placing nearly 500 abused and neglected children, who had been labeled “handicapped,” into 
institutional placements where they would remain for the rest of their lives, The Juvenile Justice Clinic., 
together with the Children's Defense Fund, obtained a consent order mandating the creation of new, 
individualized education plans and alternative foster and adoptive homes for all 500 children. Today, none of 
the 500 remains in a large institutional facility, several have gone on to college, and many more are highly 
productive adults. Mlyniec remains passionate about the belief that drew him to this litigation: We can never 
allow the government to give up on our children, 

Mlyniec is also a prolific scholar on juvenile justice issues, exploring the impact of laws affecting 
the lives of children and their families. Ilis students represent indigent adolescents in the criminal justice 
system, integrate their understanding of classroom theory with the practical problems facing real-life clients, 
and graduate with a commitment to improving our flawed juvenile justice system. One former student honored 
her long-time mentor by endowing the Mary E, Lupo and Edward M. Ricci Professorship of Clinical Legal 
Studies, and recommending that Mlyniec be its first occupant. 

For the past 13 years, Mlynieo has served as associate dean of clinical education and public 
service, responsible for the largest law school clinical program in America. Under bis leadership, seven new 
clinics (enlarging die total to 15) as well as a clinically focused course in professional responsibility have been 
created, with opportunities for students to learn trial and appellate skills, legislative lawyering, transactional, 
and international work. Mlyniec secLtred the integration of classroom and clinical faculty into a single tenure 
track, long before most other law schools were even ready to broach the subject, and year after year be has 
ensured that Georgetown is ranked number one in U,S. clinical legal education. Colleagues across the country 
and even around the world consistently look to him for guidance in creating new 
programs and pushing the boundaries of clinical pedagogy. His work has been 
recognized through numerous awards, including flic Stuart Stiller Memorial 
Award, which honors “outstanding lifetime integration of humanity and 
professional excellence,” and the Association of American Law School s William 
Pineus Award for “outstanding contribution to clinical legal education.” 

Mlyniec also played an instrumental role in creating the Law 
Center’s Office of Public Interest and Community Service. Its mission is to 
foster a commitment to public service in all Georgetown students. Its staff actively 
promotes student pro bouo activities and advises students and alumni seeking to 
pursue public interest careers. 

Mlyniec"s 30-vear mission to re-conceptualize legal 
education has been enormously successful. The impact of bis 
work is reflected in the countless accused juveniles who 
receive the best possible legal representation; the hundreds 
of students who enroll ill a clinic and devote themselves to 
serving disenfranchised clients and promoting the public 
good; the numerous graduates who choose a public 
interest career; and in Georgetown’s national 
prominence as a leader in clinical education. 

He is truly an institutional treasure. 


By Deborah Rpstcht 


Jack Murphy 


DEGREES 
A.B. J95B 
Harvard 
LL B. 

Georgetown 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Associate, Covington & Swllng, 
Washington, D.Cr 

Conference Director,, HEW and OEQ 
Programs for Delivery of Legal 
Services to Low Income Individuals 
General Counsel to the FEC 

Ford Foundation Project Specialist 
In Beirut, L-ebenon: 

Visiting Professor, University of 
Guadalajara. Mexico; Palck&fto 
University, Ccechoslovakiai Xiamen 
University, China 


COURSES 

Commercial Law and Procedure, 
Constitutional Law, Criminal Law, 
Federal Election Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Junior Creditors' Realization on 
Debtor's Equity Under UCC 9-31 ]: An 
Appraisal and a Proposal, with Peter 
Byrne and William VukOwith, 7? Goo, 
M-hssjj 

The Federal Election Commission 1 A 
Rebuttal in Regulation, the AEI J. GovT 
& Soc'y {Sept.yOct. 197s) 

The Case Tor Black Reparations (Book 
Review), 74 Wash. U. L.Q. i8fl (1974) 
A Proposal Tor Reshaping the Urban 
Rental Agieement, 57 Geo. 

L.J, 464 (1969) 

Low ond Poverty, contributing 




JACK MURPHY, A GEORGETOWN LAW ALUMNUS AND LAW REVIEW EDITOR, JOINED THE GEORGETOWN FACULTY IN 1565 
after a five-year frolic and detour at the prestigious corporate law firm of Covington & Burling. During his years 
at Georgetown, he has been a master teacher, protean public interest lawyer, and probably the most inspiring, 
eloquent, and funny speaker I have ever encountered. 

.Tuck’s courses hare forbidding titles—commercial law, secured transactions, payment systems, 
negotiable Instruments. These are regarded as highly technical, soporific, impenetrable subjects, approached 
by law students with the same enthusiasm that premeds reserve for organic chemistry. Yet students consistently 
rate Jack’s classes as “the very best in law school/' made "not just hearable, but enjoyable." They describe Jack 
as “pleasant, earing, congenial, hospitable, nurturing, respectful, animated, and hilariously funny.” 

When he arrived at Georgetown, Jack also began work for the Office of Economic Opportunity, 
where he helped design the Legal Services Program, which provides free legal counsel fur the poor. In the wake 
of the Watergate scandal, Congress created the Federal Election Commission to oversee campaign finance 
reforms, and Jack became its first general counsel. 

Among his other pro bono activities. Jack has: co-chaired the National Conference on Law and 
Poverty sponsored by the Justice Department and the Office of Economic Opportunity; headed the 
Communication Workers of America Public Review Board; been a consultant to the National Governors 
Association Project on Emergency Preparedness; served on the District of Columbia Commission on Interest 
Rates and Consumer Credit: co-authored a Model Rental Agreement protecting tenants’ rights; written on the 
breakdown of policing following the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.; and analyzed for public 
television the congressional hearings on Watergate, 

Jack has also been a major force in governance of tile entire University community. As vice- 
president of the Faculty Senate and chairman of the Senate's Committee on Academic Freedom and 
Responsibility for over 20 years, lie has co-authored most of Georgetown’s rules and policies affecting the 
faculty and been a staunch defender of academic freedom. 

Given his success both as teacher and lawyer, it is no surprise that Jack has been invited to visit 
at a number of foreign law schools, including the National University of Lebanon, Guadalajara University in 
Mexico, Palckeho University in Czechoslovakia, and Xiamen University in southern China. Jack explains his 
role at these foreign law schools, “All tny experiences abroad share the following 
characteristics: The teachers are grossly underpaid. The libraries are all but 
nonexistent. The students are submissive and arc almost never asked to 
write anything, perhaps in part because the research resources that exist, 
principally in the library, are useless. Students are required to take an 
incredible number of class hours a week, perhaps 28-JO. and appear to 
work from notes rather than from books. The visiting professor's rule is to 
quietly observe, to avoid pointed and alienating criticism, but by 
indirection, wheedling, ingratiating, and cajoling to attempt to promote the 
perception that it night be worth looking at alternative ways of doing tilings. 

The students offer the most promise in this regard- Because what you do 
(e.g., personalized attention, exam feedback, talk of student 
organization, identifying bow the school might better serve 
students) might couch some few, who in coming years will 
remember fondly and say, L IIey. 3 have an idea/ I think of 
the work as analogous to that of a single ray of sunshine 
on a speck of a glacier after a massive and protracted ice 
storm. You hope for a little melting and that the next freeze 
won’t undo your achievement.” 

Ancient Athens had Pericles. Georgetown Law 
Center has Jack Murphy. 


By Stephen Cohen 
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Eleanor Holmes Norton 


BA 
Antioch 
M.A.. LL.B. 
Yale 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Member of Congress 

Chair, U.S. Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission 
Chair, New York City Commission 
on Human Rights 

Chair, Georgetown Womens 
Law Fellowship 

COURSES 

Lawmaking and Statutory Interpretation 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

In Memoriam: For A. Loon 
Higginbotham, 112 Hsrv. 

L Rev, lBzp { 1939 ') 

Outraged for Justice, 

Legal Times {January it, 1999) 
Introduction in Distinguished 
Afrkan American Fol’ftiifOl 1 
and Governmental Leaders, 

Oryx Press (1999) 

Fore ward in Taking 
Charge (1996) 

Memo to the President: 

The D.C. Control 
The Public Manager 
{Summer 1999) 



ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON IS THE COMPLETE PUBLIC INTEREST LAWYER. SHE HAS BEEN A LEADING CIVIL LIBERTIES 
attorney, chair of two government agencies committed to equal rights, a law professor, a public commentator on 
issues of equal justice, and, most recently, a representative of the people of the District of Columbia in a none- 
too-friendly Congress. At each stage, she lias taken on seemingly impossible battles, and has usually won. 

Prolessor Norton’s toughest challenge and greatest accomplishment is no doubt her current job as 
P-C, delegate to the House of Representatives (congresswoman). 1990 was not an auspicious time to enter 
District of Columbia politics. During that decade the District experienced its worst financial crisis in a century. 
Undaunted, Professor Norton, in her first elected office, introduced landmark bills that led to the city’s recovery. 
Now in her seventh term, she has transformed tile post into a powerful force for the people of the District. Most 
remarkably, she did it all without a full vote, because the people of the District are without complete 
representation in Congress. (Delegates have full votes in committees, however.) She actually won the right to 
vote on the House floor from her colleagues in 1993. Rut when the Republicans gained the majority in 1995, 
they rescinded that right- Tin at has not snipped her, however, as she has consistently been one of the most 
productive and well respected members of the House. Recently she got the first vote in the Senate on 
congressional voting rights, a 9-0 vote in committee, to send the bill to the Senate door. 

Even iu the worst periods for the District, Professor Norton has managed to maintain a bridge 
between the city's people and Congress, and to earn the respect of both parties despite a deeply adversarial city 
relationship, She is one of the key architects of an historic bipartisan bill that is making higher education in 
U.S, public colleges and universities available at in-state rates to D.C. residents, who lack the usual array of 
higher education institutions. 

The District of Columbia and a Republican Congress are not the only tough challenges that Professor 
Norton has taken on. A graduate of the last segregated class of Washington, D.C.’s Dunbar High School, she 
went to Antioch College in rural Ohio, where she picketed local businesses that 
refused to serve blacks. As a taw student at Yale, she traveled to the Mississippi 
Delta to work in the freedom summers of the civil rights movement. As a 
young attorney for the AC DU, she tie fended the right of segregationist George 
Wallace to speak in New York City’s Shea Stadium, and won a unanimous 
f irst Amendment victory for a white supremacist organization in the 
Supreme Court. And in the 1970s and 1980s she transformed two 
bureaucracies known for their backlogs—New York City’s Human Rights 
Commission and the U.S, Equal Employment Opportunity Commission— 
into prompt and effective agencies for the protection of equal rights. 

Despite holding down one of the toughest jobs in Washington, 
Professor Norton has maintained her ties to the Law Center, teaching a class 
on legislation every year. Professor Norton says that the class “gives my brain 
the exercise a lawyer needs, and my Georgetown students always offer the 
challenges a congress worn an should have,” 

By David Cole 





Robert Oakley 


Dt&RtES 

BJL 

Cornell 

M.S.L.S. 197 a 
Syracuse 
J.D, 1976 
Cornell 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Georgetown University, Director of Hie 
Law Library 

So&ton University, Woector of the 
Law Library 

American Association of Law 
Libraries: President 2000-2001; 
Washington Affairs Representative; 
Member, Executive Beard, 1991-1994; 
1999-2002 

COURSES 

Advanced Legal Research 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Copyright zdoj: Exploring the 
Implications of Technology, 
forthcoming in 2002 Bowser Annual, 
R.R. Bo wiser (2002) 

Copyright 199$, Recalibrating the 
Balance 1999 Bowker Anneal 2$2, R.R, 
Bowker (1999) 

UCC Article iBr Some Preliminary 
Comments on a New Issue 
for tire Library Community, 3 MIL 
Spectrum, no. 5, at 14 [1996] 
Preservation and Copyright, 

In Gasaway, Growing Pains: 

Adopting Copyright for Libraries^ 
Education, and Satiety, at in, 
Rothman (1997) 

Copyright 1996, Fleshing Out the 
Issues, 1997 Bowker Annual 229, 

R.R, Bowker (1997} 



PROFESSOR ROBERT OAKLEY DIRECTS THE LIBRARY OF THE LARGEST LAW SCHOOL IN THE COUNTRY. HE SUPERVISES 
a permanent staff of 65 and administers a budget of almost 7,5 million dollars. Under his leadership, the library 
has grown from a collection housed on two floors of McDonough E hill to a collection that abides in a beautifully 
designed 144,000-square-fuot library across from McDonough I Jail. He has bulk the library into one of the 
best in the country, anti the world. One often hears comments in Europe or Asia that the Law Center's 
international collection is among the best anywhere. 

Bob Oakley has been drawn to libraries since his youth, l ie worked in his high school library and 
at Cornell University’s library during Ills college days. After graduating from Cornell in 1968, he worked in the 
law library at Cornell under the tutelage of Harry Bitner, one of the deans of law libraries and co-author of the 
major book on legal resources at the time. At Bitriers urging, he decided to go to library school at Syracuse 
University and earned his M.S.L-8. in 1972, After considering a move to Cornell's Graduate Research Library, 
he pondered his future and decided that it lay with law libraries. So he took the LSAT and earned his law 
degree from Cornell University in 1976. 11c w r as admitted to practice in New York the next year. Thereafter he 
became associate law librarian at Cornell Law School, and then director of the law library and associate 
professor of law at Boston University School of Law, before joining Georgetown University Law Center in 1982 
as director of the law library and professor of law. 

At Georgetown, Bob has planned and implemented an automated library system, designed and built 
a library site on the World Wide Web, and played a key role in the design and construction of the Edward 
Bennett Williams Law' Library’, lie has managed the transition from a wholly book-based library to one that is 
much more electronically based. As w r e approach the next century, Bob is skillfully guiding the law library in 
balancing the collection between print and electronic form. 

Bob is fascinated by Information technology, fie is a ham radio operator and has long f>een interested 
in computers. Years ago he put the Law Center's library on the map by taking the lead in 
adopting new r technologies lor storing, retrieving, and using library resources. 

According to Bob, the Law Center lias been a w r onderful 
home. Being in Washington, D.C., has let him be involved in important ^ 
policy issues. He has been especially concerned with two issues: 
providing greater access to information (especially government 
information) and promoting competition among providers of 
in formation services. While Boh may be too modest to discuss his 
effectiveness publicly, he was instrumental in congressional action 
relating to copyright, and his work on competition is reflected in an 
important judicial decision, Matthew Bender and llyfrerkrtz t\ West 
Publishing Co., decided in the Second Circuit. 

Not surprisingly. Boh has received several honors for his 
work. In 1998, he received the David J. McCarthy Award for Excellence 
in Administration and Service at the Law Center. In 1999, in 
recognition of his national leadership as a law librarian, he was 
elected vice president and president elect of the American 
Association of Law Libraries, 

Bob enjoys family life and is devoted to his two 
children, Esther and Daniel. For hobbies. Bob enjoys amateur 
radio and Balkan dancing, lie relishes the Balkan music 
and its intricate dance steps. And he relishes his time at 
Georgetown University Law Center. “It’s perfect for 
me,” he says. And he is perfect for us! 


By Edith Brown Weiss 


James Oldham 


DEGREES 
B.S. 19*2 
Duke 

LL-B, 1965 
Stanford 
M. 5 .B.A. 1967 
Denver University 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Samuel L GoLieb Senior fellow 
in Legal History, New fork University 
School of Law 

Attorney, Sherman & Howard, 

Denver, Colorado 
Editorial Consultant, Documentary 
History Profecl, United Stales 
Supreme Court 
Impartial Umpire, 

Bethlehem Steel Company 
and Hie United Slates of America 

Impartial Umpire, Alcoa, Inc., and 
United Steelworkers of America 

COURSES 

Contracts, Labor Law, English 
Legal History, The fury: 

The Anglo-American Tradition 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Ttio Seventh Ammendment Right to fury 
Trial: Late Eighteenth-Century Practice 
Reconsidered, In ffuowo Rights and Legal 
History, Oxford University Press (aeon) 
The History of the Special (Struck) Jury 
in United Slates and Its Relationship 
to Voir Dire Practices, Uie Reasonable 
Cross-Section Requirement and the 
Peremptory Challenges, 9 Wm. & Mary 
Bill gf Rts. |. 6:13 (* 99 ®) 

Truth-telling in the Eighteenth-Century 
English Courtroom, is Law & Hist 
Rev, g (1994) 

Thu Mansfield Manuscripts and 
the Growth of English taw in the 
Eighteenth Century,. Studies in te^of 
History, University of Worth Caroline 
Press (199s) 



WHEN TIE WAS GROWING UP IN NEW MEXICO AND TEXAS, PROFESSOR JAMES OLDHAM NEVER DREAMED THAT HE WOULD 
become a lawyer or a law professor,, or that lie would write a major book on one of the giants of legal History, 
or that one day, he would find himself in Indonesia, amidst the chaos and danger of a revolution. But Professor 
Oldham has done all of those things and more as ho leads a self-described academic double life. 

After graduating from Stanford Law School and practicing labor and general business law in Denver 
for a few years, Oldham realized that he did not want to become a partner. Having already written two law review 
articles, he felt that he might have an inclination toward the academic life, and he decided to see what 
opportunities were available. He turned down an assistant dcanship at Stanford, and despite an admonition from 
the Stanford dean not to go to Georgetown, Oldham accepted the position here of assistant dean and associate 
professor, beginning in the spring of 1970. Those were turbulent years in higher education and a period of massive 
expansion for the Law Center. Among other things he did during those years. Oldham was a principal draftsman 
of the Law Center’s first five-year plan, which laid the groundwork for increased financial aid, a larger appropriation 
for the library, and an expanded law faculty. 

Although Professor Oldham had practiced labor law, ho did hot expect to teach it when he came to 
Georgetown. As events unfolded, however, he was able to take over the subject, and it quickly became a major 
part of his academic and intellectual life. Ills interest in labor law led him to become a labor arbitrator. Among 
other things, he chaired the Foreign Service Grievance Board for five years. In 1998. Professor Oldham traveled 
to Indonesia oil behalf of the public interest arm of the AKL-CJO to train a group of Indonesians to become labor 
arbitrators. As it turned out, he was there in the middle of the coup that overthrew President Suharto. Oldham's 
group was in danger just driving across town, with fires ablaze in the streets and no 
certainty about whom to believe or which direction to go. In the end, they made it 
to their destination, and eventually, out of the country. 

Despite his involvement in labor law, Professor Oldham’s real 
passion is Engl ish legal history. Always a Latent Anglophile, Oldham used his 
first sabbatical to go to England to study the work of Lord Mansfield, one of 
England’s greatest jurists and chief justice of the King’s Bench of Great Britain 
from I 756 it) 1788. From this experience, his life’s work emerged, Mansfield's 
trial notes had been discovered a short time before, and Oldham was astonished 
to get access to them. 

Oldham worked diligently for years to organize and transcribe the 
trial notes. Not content, however, simply to collect and reproduce the manuscripts 
he did extensive research in contemporary sources to understand the social and 
legtil context of the times. In 1992, he published a two-volume collection of the 
manuscripts, supplemented with photographs and a series of Introductory 
essays to each chapter. The introductory essays make a separate major 
contribution to the scholarly literature. One reviewer said: “This 
book is a tour deforce ... the result of great learning, thorough 
research and industry. It... will be an essential tool and book of 
reference for all legal historians of the common law in the 
eighteenth century.” 

Oldham’s work is held in such high regard that the 
essays will l>e published as a separate work. In addition, Oxford 
University Press has persuaded Professor Oldham to write a volume 
on the reign of George III in its prestigious 14-volume Oxford History 
of the Laws of England - 

Oldham loves music and used to appear regularly in the 
chorus for the Law Center’s Gilbert and Sullivan productions. He also is 
a dogged marathon runner and enjoys international travel. He still spends 
a lot of research time in London and particularly enjoys the London theater. 


By Robert On Hey 
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Julie Rose O’Sullivan 


DEGREES 
A,fi. igfil 
Stanford 

i.O. 1 VS 4 
Cornell 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Associate Cotnt&el, Office of 
the Independent Counsel, 

Lillie Rock, Arkansas 
Assistant United States Attorney, 

United States Attorney's Office, 
Southern District of New York* 

Criminal Division 

Litigation Associate, Davis Polk 

& WardwelL, New York 

Law Clerk, Hon. Sandra Day O’ConnDr, 

Associate Justice, Supreme Court 

of [he United States 

Law Clerk, Hon. Levin H. Campbell, 

Chief judge, U-S- Court of Appeals Fur 

live First Circuit 


COURSES 

Criminal |uslice, Criminal Law, 
Advanced Criminal Procedure, Federal 
White-Collar Crime, Constitutional Law, 
International Criminal Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Federal White-Collar Crime Casebook, 
West (2001) 

The Interaction Between Impeachment 
and the Independent Counsel Statute, 
Geo. L, Ji. 2193 (1996) 

In Defense of Ihe U.S. Sentencing 
Guidelines' Modified Real-OFFense 
System, 9 * Nw. U. L. Rev. 1342 (1997) 

The independent Counsel Statute: Bad 
Law, Sad Policy, 33 Am, Crfro, L, Rev. 
4*3 ( 199*1 



ANYONE WHO SPENDS AN HOUR IN ONE OP PROFESSOR O’SULLIVAN’S GLASSES WILL UNDERSTAND NOT ONLY WHY SHE 
was awarded the 1998 Frank F, F legal Teaching Award, but also why she was such a successful trial attorney, 
She is funny, relaxed, and engaging, but always in complete command of the materia] and the class. 

After graduating from Cornell Law School, she clerked for Chief Judge Levin Campbell of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit and then for Justice Sandra Day O’Connor of the United 
States Supreme Court. She spent five years with Davis Polk & Wardwel! in New York, where she worked on 
mergers and acquisitions litigation as well as white-collar edminal cases. That experience at Davis Polk included 
work on U.S. t. REi, a lengthy and complex public corruption ease, and the 1JCC1 case, where she worked with 
Robert Fiske to defend Clark Clifford and Robert Altman. 

In 1991, Professor O’Sullivan sought to broaden her experience as a litigator by moving from 
Davis Pblli to the Criminal Division of the United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of New York 
where she first prosecuted so-called “general crimes”— mostly drug oases— and then moved on to prosecute 
major white-collar crimes. She capped her three-year career in the U.S. Attorney’s Office with the successful 
prosecution of what was then the largest hank fraud ease in the country and the first to he brought under the 
financial kingpin statute. Professor O'Sullivan was all set to move to Georgetown and begin teaching in the fall 
of 1994. But she had to put her teaching debut on hold, temporarily, when Robert Fiske, her former colleague 
at Davis Polk and the newly appointed independent counsel for the Whitewater investigation, asked her to join 
his staff in Little Rock, Arkansas, as associate counsel. She eventually joined the faculty in 1995. 

Professor O’Sullivan is one of 12 faculty members at the Law Center who have argued cases 
before the United States Supreme Court. In 1995, she was appointed by die 
Supreme Court to brief and argue a case on behalf of ail indigent petitioner in 
a case pending before that Court, 8lie hits written a casebook on white- 
collar crime and is a recognized expert on both the federal sentencing 
guidelines and the independent counsel statute. 

Professor O'Sullivan brings to her teaching not only her 
enormous experience but also a passion about the importance of 
criminal law and a deep conviction about the awesome power and 
responsibility of prosecutors. In all her teaching, she pushes her students 
to understand the ethical and other real-life consequences that their 
actions as lawyers will have. 


By We tidy Perdue 
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Joseph Page 


DECREES 

BA 1955, U.B. 19 S&I LL..M, J964 
Harvard 


EXPERIENCE AMD AFFILIATIONS 
Assistant Editor in Chief, NACCA 
law Journal 

Legislative Assistant, Rt p, Charles 
Fam&leyv D-Ky. 

Assistant Professor, University 
of Denver Callage of Law 
Director, Public Citizen, Inc, 

Visiting- Professor, Libera University 
Inlemazlanate degll Stndi Social! 

COURSES 

Torts, Products Liability, Food and Drug 
Law, legal Process 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Reran.- Una biograffa, Grijalbo 
(2d- fld,, 1999) 

Federal Regulation of Tobacco Products 
and Products That Treat Tobacco 
Dependence! Are the Playing Fields 
Level?, 5.3 Food & Drug 
L. 3 . 11 [Slipp. 1998) 

Liability far Unreasonably and 
Unavoidably Unsafe Products: 

Does Negligence Doctrine Have a Role 
[o Play?, 72 Chi.-Kent L. Rev. £7 (1996) 
Automobile Design Liability and 
Compliance With Federal Standards, 
with Ralph Nader, £4 Geo, Wash. 

L. Rev. 415 (ippd) 

The Brazilians, Addiion-WcStey (1995) 



A TEACHER AND SCHOLAR OF TORT LAW- A CONSUMERS RIGHTS ADVOCATE. LAW JOURNAL EDITOR. AUTHOR OF A 
best-seller about Juan Perdu. A public figure in Argentina. Expert on Brazilian culture. Professor Joe Page 
defies easy summary, and he knows it. When asked how his diverse accomplishments fit together, he responds 
in typically wry yet cheery fashion: "That's a good question. I haven't the vaguest idea," 

Joe arrived at Georgetown University Law Center in 1968, following a brief stint at the University of 
Denver College of Law. At Denver, he got Ills start as a torts professor after an extended sojourn in South America 
with Harvard classmate Ralph Nader, lie then spent three years in an editorial position at .VACUA Lam Journal 
(NACCA—National Association of Claimants’ Compensation Attorneys—was the predecessor to the Association of 
Trial Lawyers of America), tie returned to Harvard for an LL.M to prepare for a career as a legal scholar. 

Each of these threads continues to run through .Lie's work, For example- a few years ago, Joe 
published a book about Brazil He also currently serves as a director of the public-interest group Public Citizen, 
lie not only writes regularly for law reviews about issues in tort law. but he is also one of the directors of the 
American Museum of Tort Law, which Is in its formative stage. 

En 1959, Joe travelled to Spain. Upon his return to the United States, he decided to study Spanish, 
and it was from one of Ins teachers that lie first learned details about the former Argentine leader Juan Perdn. 
“It was an advanced conversation class," Joe explains, ’"and I was the only student. The professor was an old 
Colombian who liked to talk. One day he decided to tell sue the story of Penfm’s arrest, i thought to myself, one 
day I’d like to write this story-” In 1983, he did. 

Perdn: A Biography received warm reviews. Writing in The Mew York Review qf Books, Robert Cox 
said, “Mr. Page did his fieldwork In Argentina at a time when more than one hundred journalists and writers were 
liquidated, it took some courage for Mr. Page to tramp the sinister streets of Buenos Aires with notebook and tape 
recorder. The result is a remarkable book.” Martha Gil-Montero, Joe’s Argentine wife, translated the book into 
Spanish, and it became a bestseller in Argentina. The couple spent six weeks there promoting the book. 

After the flood of attention paid to his work on Perdn. Joe wanted to avoid being pigeon-holed as a 
Perdn scholar. He switched his attention to Brazil, returning to die country he 
had originally encountered in his travels with Nader, An earlier trip had 
landed Page in a jail in Recife, Brazil—an episode he recounts in The 
Revolution That A r euer Was- Northeast Brasil: 1955-1964. His more 
than a dozen other trips to Brazil provided the material for his 1995 
book, The Bmsrfffems. 

Currently, at the invitation of Foundation Press, Joe is 
writing a primer tor students on proximate causation, one of the more 
vexed areas of torts. This will give students across the country the 
chance to benefit from Joes experienced teaching. 

Recently, one Georgetown alum recounted Joe 
delivering a “riff’ on torts and baseball. 

When asked about this. Joe chuckles and 
says, “lie must be thinking of what I call 
"The Wide World of Torts,’ It is a sort of 
a stream-oheonsciousness thing in 
which I explain to my students that 
whenever a ease involving 
baseball comes before the court, 
judges Itise all restraint.” 


By Heidi Li Feldman 




Elizabeth Patterson 


A.B. 1967 
Emmanuel 

J.D, *973 
CalMIc 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Associate dmh, |,D. end Graduate 
Programs, Georgetown University 
law Canter 

Chair and Commlisioner. D.C. Public 
Service (Utilities) CAmmissiAn 
Law Clerk. Honorable Ruggero J. 
Aldis-erT, U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Third Circuit 

Member,. American Uw Institute 
Member, Boards of Trustees, 

Frederick B. Abramson Foundation, 
Child Welfare league of America, 
Emmanuel College, Family and 
Child Services of Washington, D.C., 
Florence Crittenton Mission Foundation 


Conflicts, Contracts, Race and American 
Law, Commercial Law; Sales Transactions 


JtCPRCSENTATlVE PUBLICATIONS 
L'ldeologie Franfaisfl des Omits de 
L'Homme et La Lutto Contra Les 
Disciiminationes in La Politique 
Et rang ere de la France et les Droits de 
L'Homme fewa) 

UCC Section a-6* ?Ca): Breath of an 
Installment Contract and a Hobsonfs 
Choice for on Aggrieved Party, 

4$ Ohio St- L r j. 177 (1987) 

United Nations Convenlion on 
Contracts for the Intemaliorel 
Sate of Goods: Unification 
and the tension Between 
Compromise and Domination, 

Z2 Stan- J, inf l L r 2^3 (1966} 


IN HER TEACHING, SCHOLARSHIP, AND RELATED WORK, PROFESSOR ELIZABETH HAYES PATTERSON BUILDS BRIDGES THAT 
span generations, Intellectual disciplines, continents, and divides between people. When she first decided to 
study law, in 1968, Elizabeth Patterson was a Ph.D. student in French language and literature at Stanford 
University. Public events, including the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King .lr., led her to reflect and talk 
with family members and friends about whether the study of law might prove mere useful to the stru ggl es of 
black people and poor people, 

When she completed Catholic University’s law school in 1973, Patterson accepted an appellate 
clerkship with Judge Ruggero ,L Aidisen of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit. From 1974 to 
1977, she praetieed with the law firm of llogan & Hanson, and then from 1977 to 1980 served on tlie D.C. 
Fuhlie Service Commission, first as a member and then as chairperson. 

Patterson has always had a special affinity for teaching. After gaining experience in private 
practice and government serviec, she agreed to join the Georgetown Law faculty in 1980. She started by 
teaching courses in contracts and conflict of laws, having found these challenging and rewarding when she was 
a law student. Soon, she added commercial law and secured transactions to her repertoire. Her research and 
scholarly work also lie in the areas of commercial law and constitutional law, 

In 1989, Professor Patterson created and taught Georgetown’s first course on race and American 
law. This course uses history, literature, sociologieal studies, arid a range of legal materials and analytical tools 
to examine the intersection of race and law in contexts ineluding slavery, education, housing, employment, 
voting rights, and gender. Patterson designed the course as one she would have liked to take. “Derrick Bell had 
pioneered die course at Harvard, and Chuck Lawrence was teaching a similar course at Stanford,” Patterson 
explains. Both of these colleagues were very generous with their materials and ideas. 

Although all of Patterson’s upper division courses are in frequent 
demand, she also finds time to teach regularly in the first-year curriculum, 
“I like the enthusiasm, inquisitiveness, and energy first-year students 
bring to the classroomshe notes. “And 1 also find that die students I 
meet in their first year tend to come back and talk with me about their 
courses, employment, and related choices. The wonderful thing about 
teaching in the first year is that these students see me as a resource person, 
and as someone with whom they want to share information about their lives.” 

Serving as associate dean for the Juris Doctor and graduate 
programs from 1993 to 1997, Patterson shared responsibility for much of the 
recent innovation and leadership at the Law Center. During her tenure as 
associate dean, spring semester electives, medium-sized classes, and the 
experimental “Curriculum ET became ongoing parts of the first-year curriculum, 
and the Gewirz Center opened as both a residential facility and an 
integral part of law student life. In the wider Washington, D.C. T 
community, she serves on the hoards of Family and Child 
Services of Washington, the Frederick B, Abramson Memorial 
Foundation, and the Child Welfare League of America. 

Professor Patterson’s husband, Jerome Patterson, 
is a 1972 graduate of the Law Center. Their daughter, Sala, 
has taught English in Benin, West Africa, and in Rome, Italy, 
Their son, Malcolm, has served in the Peace Corps in Togo, 
West Africa. 

B v Laura Mack!us 





Ronald Pearlman 


DECREES 
E. A. ljfia 
Northwestern 
j.D. 1965 
Na rift western 
LL.M. 15*7 
Georgetown 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Assistant Secretary [Tax Polity) 

U.S, Dtipl. of Treasury 
ChieF of Staff, Joint Committee 
on Taxation, t(,S. Congress 
Partner, Coving Lon & Burling 
Vice President, American Ta* 

Policy Institute 

Consultant, Integration of the Individual 
and Corporate Income Taxes and 
Taxation of Pass-Through Entities Projects 

COURSES 

Federal Income Tax, Corporate Income 
Tax Law II, Partnership Taxation, 
Taxation of Electronic Commerce 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Demystifying Disclosure: First Steps, 

55 Tax L„ Rev. 401 (2002) 

Fresh from Ihe River Styx: The Achilles' 
Heels of Tax Reform Proposals, 51 Mat 1 ) 
Tax |. 569 [199$) 

Transition Issues In Moving- to a 
Consumption Tax; A Tax Lawyer's 
Perspective, Eton- Effects of 
Fundamental Tax Reform 393 (1996) 
The Tax Legislative Process —1972- 
1992. 57 Tax Notes 939 (Itov. 1992) 



PROFESSOR RONALD PEARLMAN RECALLS THE DISAPPOINTING REACTION WHEN HE ANNOUNCED HE WOULD JOIN THE 
internal Revenue Service after law school. At the St, Louis firm where Pearlman had clerked, the managing 
partner urged him to rethink the plan, “Just compare/ 1 Pearlman recalls him saying, “the kind of lawyer you 
will he after four years at the IRS with the kind of lawyer you would he after four years at this firm." 

hooking hack, Pearlman smiles, “He had the right question, just the wrong time frame.” Pearlman 
says there is no question the years with the IRS made hiiu a better lawyer in the long run—it sparked his 
interest in tux policy and gave him a sense of the public responsibilities of private tax practitioners. 

Ultimately, his experience at the IRS led Pearlman back to the Treasury Department, in 1984, 
President Reagan appointed him to bo assistant secretary of the Treasury for tax policy. There, Pearlman 
produced what he believes is his most important work: the 1984 Treasury Department Tax Reform Study, 
Over the years, the study has become a classic of the tax policy literature, anti is so familiar to tax professionals 
that it is commonly referred to simply as "Treasury i. M 

During the early 1980s there was a growing sense that tax reform was needed: The system was rife 
with loopholes and giveaways, hut beneficiaries were not anxious to loose them. “As George Bernard Shaw once 
said" comments Pearlman, "a government that robs Peter to pay Paul can always depend on the support of 
Paul,” Pearlman successfully used Treasury 1 to set an agenda for broad tax reform. The study formed the 
foundation for the Tax Reform Act of 1986, the most sweeping tax law change in a generation. Per his 
contribution, Pearlman was awarded the Alexander Hamilton Medal, the highest honor the Treasury Department 
bestows. lie also won a place in the lore that surrounds tax reform legislation, and is profiled in the book 
Shotsdown at Gucci Gulch : Lawmakers, Lobbyists , ami the Unlikely Triumph of Tax Rqform, by Jeffrey II. 
Birnbaum and Alan 8. Murray. 

In 1988, Pearlman was again tapped for an important post: chief of staff of 
the Joint Committee on Taxation, the group that advises Congress on tax policy'. 

With tliis appointment, lie became only the second person to have held both of the 
highest tax policy positions in the federal government. 

Notwithstanding his stellar public career, however, Pearlman has 
spent most of his professional life as a tux practitioner, advising business clients. t 
He cites this work, especially during his early days of building a practice, as 
perhaps the most enjoyable. “It is very satisfying to participate in a 
transaction that is a transforming event for a client,” he says. 

As a professor, Pearlman aims to make tax law t 

issues exciting and accessible to his students, “I want mv 
students to experience the fun of dealing with tax issues in 
a simulated real-world law practice setting," he says. Along 
the way, he exposes them to ethical and professional issues 
they may confront, "I try to encourage my students to 
develop ei philosophy of tax practice at the outset of their 
careers,” he adds, "so they are better prepared when a 
difficult ethical issue arises in their work,” 

Professor Pearlman is married to Hedy 
Pearlman, who is a pre-school administrator, and 
lias two grown children, Leslie and Steve. Professor 
and Mrs. Pearlman enjoy outdoor activities, 
including hiking and hiking (although not the 
Everest/Hillary variety, he quips), and are avid 
fans of the arts. 


By C/a ris.tr/ Puller 
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Gary Peller 


DEGREES 

BA 1977 
Emory 

l.D. lqSo 
Harvard 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATION'S 
Professor, University oF Virginia 
Law School 

Editor, Harvard tow Review 
Law Cleric, Hon. Morris Lasker, 

U.S. District Court tor the Sou thern 
District of New York 
Co-Secretary, Conference On Critical 
Legal Studies 

Of Counsel, Bemabei & Katz, 
Washington, D.C. 


COURSES 

Contracts-, Constltulfonsl Law, Torts, 
American Legal Thought 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

The Contradictions of Mainstream 
Constitutional Theory, with 
Kimberly Crenshaw, 91 U.C.LA 
L. RCV. lOB'J (199S) 

Public Imperialism and Private 
Resistance: Progressive Possibilities 
of the New Private Law, 

73 Denv. L. Rev. 10O1 (1996} 

Critical Race Theory: Key Writings 
That Formed the Movement, 

New Press (1995) 

Reel Time/Real Justice, with Klmberiy 
Crenshaw, 70 Denv. LI. L. Rev. 283 
(1993), reprinted in Robert Gooding 
Williams, Reading Rodney 
King/Reading Urban Uprising 56 (1993} 

Race against integration, 

6 Tikkun 54 (1991} 



GARY PELLER IS A LAW PROFESSOR, A SOCIAL CRITIC, AN ACTIVIST, A LAWYER, A THEORBTICIAM, AND A SOLDIER IN 
the struggle for social justice, ilis remarkable career stands as a reproach to those who claim that thoughtful 
scholarships is at war with politSuiil commitment. 

Peller 1 }* resume is studded with all the conventional markers of legal and academic success. He 
graduated nu^na cum laude from Harvard Law School, where he was an editor of the Harvard Law Review, 
won the coveted Sears Prize, and was a John L. Thayer Scholar. Prom there, he went on to a prestigious federal 
clerkship and joined the faculty of the University of Virginia Law School at the age of 27. By the time lie left 
Virginia to come to Georgetown in 1989, he had been awarded a full professorship. In 20 years of teaching, he 
has produced almost 30 articles in a wide variety of prestigious scholarly and popular journals. He has given, 
lectures at the University of Michigan Law School, Harvard Law School, Yale Law School, Columbia Law School, 
and in Spain, Canada, the Netherlands, and Israel, 

When one looks beneath the surface, however, Pellet’s career has been anything but conventional. 
Ilis work in and out of the classroom has been dominated by a single goal: the unmasking of the supposed 
neutrality and objectivity of legal and other “rational" discourses that entrench an unjust social order. Poller 
has pursued this goal with singular Intelligence, energy, and courage. These efforts are all the more remarkable 
because they have won the reluctant acceptance of the very establishment that he has attacked. 

While still a student at Harvard, lie triggered a major controversy when his law review note 
exposed surprising weaknesses in a famous article by a senior professor. At the University of Virginia, he was 
awarded tenure largely on the basis of an article entitled “The Metaphysics of American Law,” which quickly 
became a major text for the emerging critical legal studies movement. Since coming to Georgetown, Poller has 
turned his attention to critical race theory. Much of this work revives the black nationalist tradition, long 
denigrated by integration!sts, who claimed that integration was neutral, rational, and uncontroversial. 

Outside the classroom. Teller has organized poor communities to 
demand legal change and filed law suits that challenge establishment 
institutions. He has represented Mumia Abu-Jamal, a black journalist 
on death row who asserted that his free speech rights were violated 
when National Public Radio caved in to political pressure by canceling 
his radio commentaries. He has also represented deaf faculty at Gallaudet 
University who reject that institution’s assimilation!st orientation. But 
perhaps his most noteworthy legal efforts came when lie took on the 
corporate giant. American Family Publishers, on behalf of the thousands 
of elderly Americans duped by its false and misleading advertising campaigns. 

Teller is a dynamic and controversial classroom teacher who 
regularly inspires, challenges, and outrages his students. Even those who are 
outraged cannot deny his intelligence or his willingness to take seriously ideas he 
opposes. For example, lie is a careful student of the law and economies 
movement. Although he opposes its principles, he has taken the time to 
learn more about neoclassical economic theory than some of the 
movement s most fervent advocates. 

A thorn in the side of deans, administrators, 
bureaucrats, and stuffed shirts everywhere, Gary Peller believes 
that a true democracy begins with the way we interact with each 
other, at work, at home, and on the streets. Ilis own career and 
daily conduct embody the values he believes in, and his example 
has left few who know him untouched. 


By Louis Af t chad Seidm a n 


Wendy Collins Perdue 



DECREES 

BA 1975 
Wellesley 

!■& 

tiuke 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerk, Hon. AnLhany M. Kennedy. 
Ninth Circuit Court of AppeaIs 
Associate, Hogan & Hartson, 
Washington, B.C 

Vice Chair, Montgomery County 
Planning: Commission 

COURSES 

dwfl Procedure, Conflict of Laws, 
Legal Justice 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Ovii Procedure: Coses, Materials, 
ond Questions, co-author, Anderson 
Card cd- 2001 ) 

Conflict of Laws- American, 
Comparative, International, 
co-author, West ( 199 &J 


PROFESSOR PERDUE IS FONDLY REFERRED TO BY HER STUDENTS AS “THE DAVID LETTERMAN" OF CIVIL PROCEDURE, 
n moniker that becomes cleaner when you enter her office and are greeted by a flock of pink flamingoes. The 
flock, started by her mother as a joke some yeans ago, has now grown to the point where flamingoes perch 
throughout Professor Perdue’s office on piles of papers and books, as well as on her desk, window silt,, and file 
cabinets. Her favorite is a pink flamingo hat, the wings of which flap when you pull on the strings, which she 
gleefully demonstrates to the random visitor. 

Professor Perdue’s passion is civil procedure. She has caught a first-year course in civil procedure 
every year but one since coming to the Law Center in 1982. She also has taught conflicts (which she secs as a 
spin-off of civil procedure), a seminar in commodity trading, and antitrust classes. But it is civil procedure that 
she loves, and which has had the most influence on her life: “Civil procedure is all about how things arc done 
and about figuring out solutions to problems,” Professor Perdue’s passion for the topic led her to co-author a 
very popular civil procedure casebook (now in its third printing), which she designed specifically to make tile 
field more accessible to students. She has also co-authored a lending casebook on conflict of laws as well as a 
number of law r review articles. Her best known article, ''Sin, Scandal, and Substantive Due Process: Personal 
Jurisdiction and Pennoyer Reconsidered,” examines the colorful facts behind one of the bedrock cases in civil 
procedure. Her research revealed a fascinating story involving a corrupt, philandering senator from Oregon, a 
disgruntled governor, and an illiterate, but persistent homesteader. "There is always more going on in a lawsuit 
than the court opinion reveals. I love bringing the eases to life by .showing the human story behind the law,” 
Professor Perdue explained. 

In addition to her work in civil procedure. Perdue is active in local government. She is vice chair 
of the five-member Montgomery County Planning Commission, which regulates land use, transportation, and 
parks. Her contribution, she feels, is to get people to think systematically about problems and tlreir solutions— 
“what are w r e trying to accomplish here, where arc w r e trying to get to?” She loves the work 
and the idea of being in a totally new, self-contained world w ith its own language and 
real-life problems to solve. Her experience on the Commission and her 15-vcar stint 
as an activist on development issues in her home town of Silver Spring, Maryland, 
have led her to urge students to become involved in their comm uni ties. “The 
personal learning from these experiences cannot be duplicated anywhere else.” 
Asked how she finds the time to spend an entire day a week serving on the 
Commission, she confesses she does a lot of reading while “watching” her two sons, 
Ben and Bill, play baseball. 

As if Professor Perdue's life was not full enough, she has served on all 
hut two law school committees, as well as several University committees. She is 
currently associate dean for the J.D. Program and was previously associate 
dean for research. Site has also served on Duke Law School’s Board 
of Visitors, and has been an active member of the American 
Association of Law Schools, serving on the membership 
committee as well as several section committees. Through 
it all. Professor Perdue appears to be having great fun. Her 
father gave her some advice long ago she has forever tried 
to adhere to—“if you’re not having fun, you’re not doing 
it right,"' That seems to lx: true not only tor the professor, 
but also for her students. 


By Hope Babcock 




Cornelia Pillard 


DEGREES 
BA 1983 
Me 

J.B. 1JB7 
Harvard 

EXS-EK!t«CE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerk, Judge Louis H. Poliak, U.S. 
District Court for Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania 

Marvin M, Karpatkir, Fellow, American 
Civil Liberties Union 

NAACP Legal Defense S Education Fund 
Assistant to the Solicitor General, 

U.S. Department of lu&tice 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General, 
Office nf Legal Counsel, US, 
Department of [uStke 


COURSES 

Civil Procedure, Legal Justice Seminar 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Taking Fiction Seriously: The Strange 
Results of Public OfficFals h Individual 
Liability Under Bivens, BS Geo, Law 
L J. *5 (1599) 

Skeptical Scrutiny of Plenary Power: 
Indicia! and Executive Brunch Decision 
Making in Mi Her v. Albright, 
with T. Alexander Aleirlkoff, 

Sup, CL Rev, 1 (1993) 



WHEN CORNELIA (NINA, TO HER MANY FRIENDS) PILLARD GRADUATED FROM HIGH SCHOOL, BECOMING A LEGAL 
scholar was not high on her agenda. In fact, her primary question was whether to even attend college, She 
spent the next year sorting things out while doing economic development work in a rural community in India, 
Conversations in India critical of American race relations pointed her toward a legal career where she could 
try to improve conditions at home. Now, after extensive service as a public interest lawyer, including several 
years at the Office of the Solicitor General—where she wrote more than 20 briefs for Supreme Court cases and 
argued six—Pillard has joined the Law Center faculty. 

When she did attend college, she chose Yale and graduated ma&na cum faude, then returned to 
China, where she had earlier studied Mandarin. There she taught English and American culture at a school 
sponsored by the Chinese Ministry of Culture while keeping tabs on stories occurring throughout Asia as a 
research assistant at (ho Newsday Asian Bureau. 

Pillard then returned to her hometown, Cambridge, Massachusetts, for law school, graduating 
magnet cum lauda from Harvard in I 987, where she served as ail editor at the Harvard Hfrmen s Lifts Journal 
and the Harvard Law Review, Next she went to Philadelphia to clerk for U.S, District Court Judge Louis IT. Poliak, 
who first taught at Yale before eventually serving as law’ school dean there and at the University of Pennsylvania. 
The following year was spent as a Marvin M. KarpatkJn Fellow with the American Civil Liberties Union in New 
York. In 1989, she moved to the XAACP Legal Defense and Education Fund, where she spent much of her time 
on employment discrimination cases. 

When Drew Days, another NAACP Legal Defense and Education Fund veteran, was named solicitor 
general early in the Clinton Administration, Pillard 1 ® interest In government service grew. The solicitor general's 
office afforded Pillard a broader and more reflective view of the law T hut it coo involved lots of intellectual 
sprints, as compared to the in-depth thinking that legal academia supports. Among her other projects, Pillard 
wrote the brief arguing that the Virginia Military Academy he required to admit women. 

As a government lawyer, Pillard sometimes found herself arguing 
against what others within the government favored: “I learned how to disagree 
with people and continue to communicate mv respect for them, 1 ' she says. She 
suggests that disagreement provides an important sense of perspective for 
any lawyer to acquire, Irrespective of personal politics. 

But Pillard stresses the importance of expressing one’s core 
values through work. “To some extent, you become what you do,” she says, 
adding, “It 5 important to keep your ideals intact. Students should expect 
moral fulfillment from their legal careers.” Legal academia gives her the 
opportunity to call things as she sees them, unconstrained by client concerns. 

All the same, the lure of public service drew Pillard back to the Justice Department 
for a two-year stint as deputy assistant attorney general in the Office of 
Legal Counsel from 1998 to 20(H). 

Along the way, in 1991, Pillard wed Georgetown 
Law Center Professor David Cole. They have two children, 

Aldan and Sarah, and they juggle schedules to maximize their 
time with them. Recalling her expectations when she 
completed high school, Nina says marriage and motherhood 
are no less unanticipated than teaching law. And at tease 
equally satisfying. 

Her career trajectory has included more than 
a few surprises and her life has taken some unpredictable 
turns that proved to he unexpectedly satisfying. All in 
all, she brings an impressive background to our law 
community. 


By Hope Babcock 




Robert Pitofsky 


DEGREES 
A.B. 1951 

New Yaik University 

ILrBr i?54 
Columbia 


EXPERIENCE ANO AFF I L 1 AUOW 5 
Chairman, Federal Trade Commission 
Director, Bureau of Cnu^iimer 
Protection of the FTC 
Counsel to the American Bar 
Association Commission 
to Study the FTC 

Chair, Department of Defense 
Task Force on Downsizing 
the Defense Industry 
Counsel, Arnold & Porter, 
Washington, D.C. 


COURSES 

Antitrust, Constitutional Law, 
Consumer Protection, Federal Courts 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Cases and Materials 
on Antitrust, co-author 

Proposals For Revised Merger 
Enforcement In a Global Economy, 

Ei Geo L. Rev, 195 (1992) 

New Definitions of Relative Market 
and the Assault on Antitrust 
90 CoLum L. Rev, 3805 (1990) 



DURING HIS LONG AND PRODUCTIVE CAREER, ROBERT PITOFSKY 11AS BEEN AN ANTITRUST MASTER. IIE MAS TRAINED 
thousands of students in antitrust, having taught at New York University, Harvard, and Georgetown and co¬ 
authored the leading antitrust; casebook. He- Inis provided Leadership at the- Federal Trade Commission on three 
separate occasions, eapping it as chairman from 1995 to 2001. Not to mention being dean of the Law Center 
for six years and raising a family. He has done it all with a relaxed disposition and enjoyment that itself provides 
guidance on how to live. 

After a year at the Justice Department's Civil Appellate Division, dob started private practice at 
Dewey Balbmtine in New York. In his first case, he represented hilly and other pharmaceutical companies in 
a major criminal antitrust suit concerning alleged price-fixing. Lilly won and Robert Pitofsky was an antitrust 
lawyer for life. 

In 1964 Iiob began his teaching career at NYU Law School, where he taught antitrust ami federal 
courts law. In 1969, he joined the Ki rk pa crick Commission's study of the Federal Trade Commission. Then 
Miles Kirkpatrick became FTC Chairman and appointed Hob director of the Bureau of Consumer Protection. 
After a distinguished tenure. Hob joined the Law Center faculty, where he wrote seminal articles on the anti Ernst 
treatment of joint ventures, market definition, and consumer protection. In 1978. Hob left the Law Center and 
was appointed to he a commissioner at the FTC, where he was the intellectual leader, guiding the commission 
into a number of key antitrust eases. 

Rob rejoined the faculty In 1981 and became dean in 1985. For those at the Law Center now, it 
is hard to even understand how approximately the same number of students could have attended school solely 
in McDonough Hall, let alone without the addition of the new w r ing and with the library taking up the entire 
second and third floors. This sardine-like existence began to relax during those years. He oversaw the building 
of the library and the acquisition of the land for the residence hall. 

During his years at the FTC, Bob convened hearings designed to update 
antitrust for the 21st century, which led to revisions in the merger guidelines 
and new guidelines for joint ventures. The FTC also brought and won a number 
of path-breaking antitrust cases and became active in policing consumer 
deception and privacy on the Internet. 

During all of this, Rob and his wife Sally have raised a family, 
including one child Immortalized in a children's poem by Judith Viorst (who 
managed to rhyme the name Pitofsky!). Rob was not an absentee, workaholic 
parent either. lie has been part of a father-child softball league for almost 30 years 
and remains an active tennis partner to his children. Nor have his professional 
colleagues suffered from his hard work. Bob has carried out all of his 
professional activities intensely, but while maintaining a relaxed 
and positive disposition. He is never too busy to deal with others' 
needs. He takes the time to mentor his clerks, students, and 
younger colleagues. Ik- returns ids phone calls. 

When his term at the FTC ended, Bob 
reEumed to Ebe Law Center. In April 20D2, he became the 
first professor named to the Joseph E. and Madeline M. 

Sheehy Chair in Antitrust Law. "I love teaching 
and writing,” he says. It is clear that he remains 
intellectually vital, excited about work and life, and 
not about to give any of il up. 


By Steven Salop 


Clarissa Potter 


DEGREES 
A.B. i$&J 

MFami University of Ohio 

l-Q. 1383 
Yale 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Acting Tax Legislative Counsel 
and Associate Tax Legislative 
Counsel, Office oF Tax Policy, 

U.S. Treasury Department 

legislation Counsel, Joint Committee 
on Taxation, U£, Congress 
Associate, Sullivan K Cromwell, 

New York 

Director of Propels, American Tax 
Policy Institute 

COURSES 

Tax I, Tax II, Role of Taxes irt 
Business Decisions 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Mark-to-Market as Che Way 
to Save the Income Tax—A Former 
Administrator's View, 33 Valp. J. L. Rev, 
a 79 |i 9 g 9 ) 

Big Tax Reform, Little Tax Reform, 

13 St John's J, Legal Comment 
128 £1938) 




WHILE AT YALE LAW SCHOOL, PROFESSOR POTTER NEVER WOULD HAVE PREDICTED TH AT SHE WOULD HAVE A CAREER 
focused on tax policy and the social welfare implications of financial markets. M [ thought I was the oddball, taking 
corporate finance,, securities regulation, and partnership taxation,” she says, '' while my friends were taking classes 
on education policy and environmental policy and so forth.” When she joined Sullivan & Cromwell in 1989 as 
a tax associate with a special interest in financial products, she thought she would spend her entire legal career 
working in private practice. She soon found out, however, that "policy” was where her real interests lay. 

In 1993 a friend lured Professor Potter from New York to Washington to work for the Joint 
Committee on Taxation. While she knew his description of the glamorous life of a congressional staffer was an 
exaggeration, she could not pass up the opportunity to shape laws she often found reason to criticize. Somewhat 
to her surprise, she was immediately hooked on the excitement of government work. She soon moved to the 
Office of Tax Policy at the Treasury Department, where she quickly advanced from drafting regulations and 
specific legislative provisions to developing the administration's overall tax policy plans. In 1997 she won the 
Treasury Secretary's Award for her outstanding work on the Clinton administration's education tax incentives, 
In her final year at Treasury, she served as acting tax Legislative counsel, one of the top tax law positions in the 
government, and directly advised former Treasury Secretary Robert Rubin, Secretary Lawrence Summers, 



AO 


and the White House on tax matters. 

As a government attorney, Professor Potter undertook diverse projects, from drafting detailed 
regulations on new financial products to consulting on the Line Item Veto Act and the subsequent Supreme 
Court ease. But she found her work on so-called “tax shelters” to he some of the most satisfying. In one case 
she led a team that structured the government response to a scheme that, if allowed to proceed, could have 
cost the public tens of billions of tax dollars just within its first six weeks of operation, Some Wall Street tax 
experts began to report a “Potter effect”: gossip among tax shelter experts about the latest 
tax shelter would be swiftly followed by anxious rumors that Treasury was about to 
announce a “fix." Indeed, there was a mixed reaction in the Wall Street community 
when the Wall Street Journal reported in early 1998 that Professor Potter would 
he leaving Treasury to join the Georgetown University faculty. 

Although private practice might have beckoned after years of 
government service, teaching at Georgetown University Law Center presented 
another opportunity that Professor Potter could not pass up, “I was so excited 
bv the prospect of teaching at Georgetown,” she says. "It's a chance both to 
immerse myself in a subject I love and to share it with others who are eager 
to learn.” The wide range and depth of scholarly interests among the Law 
Center faculty is one thing that drew Professor Potter to the school. Professor 
Potter also was drawn by the caliber of the students and enjoys sharing 
her enthusiasm for tax law and policy with them. “Students often 
expect tax to be a dry subject,” she says. “They’re surprised 
when it turns out to tie full of great stories of human greed and 
frailty, with Dickensian twists and Lost and found fortunes,” 

Moreover, she notes, “the tax law highlights some of the most 
basic questions we have to confront as a society—what are our 
responsibilities as citizens, how much should we ask from our 
affluent, and how do we treat our poor?” 

In her spare time, Professor Potter is a homebody 
who enjoys cooking, walking in the park, and puttering around 
her D,C, home with her husband, Jim Wilson, and their two young 
sons, Ennis and Jasper. She plans to get back to other hobbies, like 
sewing, horseback riding and skiing, some time in the next ten years. 


By Julie Cohen 







Kevin Quinn 


DEGREES 

A.S, *979 
Fordham 

M. Dfe, *965 

Jesuit School Of Theology 3f Berkeley 
j,u vm 

University of CaISFomb at Berkeley 
5 .T.L. 1^90 

lesuit School of Theology a! Berkeley 
Ph.B. 1993 

University of California at Berkeley 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Instructor In social studies, philosophy, 
and theology, Regis High School, 

New York 

Law Clerk, Hon, Joseph M, McLaughlin, 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit 

Faculty Affiliate, Kennedy Institute of 
Ethics, Georgetown University 
Member, National Seminar on Jesuit 
Higher Education 
Member, Board Of Directors, Bon 
Secours Health System, Inc., 
Marriottsvllle, Maryland 


COURSES 

Bioethics and the Law, Deceden ts' 
Estates, Jurisprudence 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Embryonic Stem Cell Research as an 
Ethical Issue: On the Emptiness of 
Symbolic Value, 13 St Thomas L. Rev. E51 
(2001) 

Viewing Health Care as a Common Good; 
looking Beyond Political Liberalism, 73 
S, Cal, l, Rev, 277 (2000) 

Human Cloning After Dolly: What Sort 
of Creatures Might Wo Become? 

Puri me tries ), 9* (1997) 

Assisted Suicide and Equal Protection: 

In Defense of the Distinction Between 
Kilting and Letting Die, 13 Issues 
L, 8 , Med. 145 (1997} 



PROFESSOR KEVIN QUINN IS ALSO FATHER KEVIN QUINN, A JESUIT RHIKST SINCE IMS. INDEED, TO SIT DOWN IN 
conversation with Professor Quinn is to learn that he has devoted the greater part of his life to training for 
educational ministry. w We revel in our training/' Quinn says of the Jesuits. His vows to “poverty, chastity, and 
obedience * are deeply felt. 

Professor Kevin Quinn was bom in Queens. New York. He grew up on Long Island, where he 
attended Catholic grammar and high schools. By the time he was 17, Quinn was pretty sure he wanted to join 
the Jesuits. Immediately after high school graduation in 1973, he moved to Syracuse to enter the Jesuit Novitiate 
of the New York Province. Quinn flourished as a novice in the Jesuit ‘’hoot camp” that culminated in a traditional 
30-day retreat based on the Spiritual Exercises of St. Ignatius of Loyola. 

Professor Quinn’s novitiate was only the beginning of what the Jesuits call his "formation.” Still 
in training, Quinn enrolled in Ford ham University for college. Quinn developed a passion for philosophy while 
at Fordham, where lie was encouraged to think hard about social ethics, a field of study he has never abandoned. 
After college, Quinn continued his Jesuit formation by teaching at Regis High School in New York City, He then 
went cm to cam a Master of Divinity degree and a Licentiate in Sacred Theology from the Jesuit School of 
Theology at Berkeley. 

Education is the predominant ministry of the Jesuit Order, Few Jesuits elect to become lawyers. 
Quinn links his decision to become a law teacher to the study of social ethics at Fordham. The discipline of 
social ethics includes the study of moral and legal aspects of public policy. Quinn believed a legal training 
would better enable him to grapple with the legal dimensions of public policy. 

By then a young priest, Professor Quinn earned a law degree and a doctoral degree in jurisprudence 
and social policy from the University of California at Berkeley. Quinn went on to clerk for .lodge Joseph M McLaughlin 
of the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. In 1994, Quinn joined the Georgetown faculty as an 
associate professor of law and senior research fellow at the Kennedy Institute of Ethics, lie 
is now professor of law and faculty affiliate at the Kennedy Institute. 

Today Professor Quinn’s goal is to educate future lawyers about 
the values that inform law and legal practice. Ills vehicles are courses about 
health and legal philosophy. As a Catholic priest, teaching students of varied 
religious backgrounds about the legal system of a democratic society. 

Professor Quinn labors self-consciously always to teach with an open mind, 
and to avoid even the appearance of “towing a party line,” 

Accordingly, he has designed an updated jurisprudence course 
that surveys current economic and critical theories, as well as traditional natural 
law and positivist theories. His seminar cm bioethics and the law introduces 
students to issues raised by fetal tissue and human embryo research, the Human 
Genome Project, abortion, health finance, and the “right to die.” In addition 
to being a focus of his teaching, health law is currently the focus of 
Quinn’s scholarship. Recent articles on stem cell research, human 
cloning, assisted suicide, and regulative ideals relevant to 
health policy attest to this interest, 

The liberal educational tradition of 
Georgetown University seems to suit Professor Quinn 
perfectly. Indeed, he says he was overjoyed by the 
offer he received from Georgetown, where now he 
not only teaches, hut also lives, as a ohaplain-in- 
residenee to law students in Gewirz Hall, Still one 
of the youngest of about 70 resident Jesuits, Professor 
Quinn likes to remind his colleagues that he professes 
at Georgetown or/ maiorem Dei gtoriam , 


By Anita Alien 
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Jill Ramsfield 


DEGREES 

BA 

Wellesley 

S.M. 

University of Wisconsin 

l-D- 

University of Wisconsin 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Editorial Board, Legal Writing, the 
Journal (rf the Legal Writing Institute 

Board of Directors, Legal Writing 
institute, Tacoma, Washington 

West Academic Advisory Board 
Professor of law and Director, 

Legal Research and Writing, 
Georgetown University Law tenter 
Curriculum Reform Committee, 

Legal Research A Writing Committee, 
Journals Committee 


COURSES 

Legal Research and Writing, Advanced 
Legal Writing, United States Legal 
Discourse, Applied Legal Composition 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Legal Writing; Getting It Right 
anti Getting It Written [with Mary Ray? 
lilt Ramsfteld [id ed. 2000? 

The Law os Architecture; 

Building Legal Documents feooo) 

Is "Logic" Culturally Based? 

A Contrastive, International Approach 
to Ihe American Law Classroom, 

47 J. Legal Ed,157 [195.7? 

Legal Writing: A Sharper Image, 

1 Legal Writing 1 (1556). 

Legal Writing: A Revised View, co¬ 
author with J. Christopher Rideout, 

£9 Wash. L. Rev. 35 (1954) 



JILL RAMSFIELD BEGINS EACH DAY IN THE YOGA ROOM OF THK SOOTHINGLY ELEGANT HOME SHE SHARES WITH HER 
husband, Gant;. After completing her dally ritual meditation, Jill readies herself for another day of challenges 
in her twin realms of academics and law practice. 

JilFs academic mission can be summed up in three words: students come first. Jill developed her 
intense dedication to teaching students as a choral master in a public high school in Wisconsin. Reflecting on 
her Midwestern roots, Jill attributes her “students first" teaching style to the practical and egalitarian atmosphere 
in Wisconsin that shaped her worldview. As director of the Legal Research and Writing Program, Jill has put 
her focus on students into practice hy designing a writing curriculum at the Law Center that responds directly 
to the diverse needs of the Georgetown student body, Jill has been a tireless advocate for strengthening the 
numl>er and scope of writing opportunities for students across the Law Center's curriculum. 

Jill has become one of the most respected thinkers in the field of legal writing through a consistent 
drive for innovation in teaching and scholarship. Drawing from fields as diverse as music theory, architecture, 
linguistics, and formal logic, she has infused her writing pedagogy with both intellectual rigor and a sense of 
real-world legal practice. Jills extensive research in learning theory constantly reinforces her belief that the 
process of writing greatly enriches a student's learning of the law. Beyond the walls of the Law Center, Jill has 
become a much sought-after teacher in law firms, federal agencies, and courts—lawyers, administrators, and 
judges can be students too. 

Jill’s unique approach to teaching writing has received broad acceptance and acclaim both at the 
Law Center and around the world. Building on her scholarship intended for U-S. lawyers and taw students, Jill 
has undertaken the challenge of developing a pedagogy for foreign lawyers who often struggle in the U,3, legal 
discourse community. In her groundbreaking article, “Is Logie Culturally Based? A Contrastive, International 
Approach to the U, S. Law Classroom," she identifies some of the specific problems that foreign lawyers face 
in acculturating to U.S, legal discourse, and she explores the implications of her thesis that writing is culturally 
based. Again integrating scholarship and practice to reach specific students, 

Jill has brought her writing expertise to South Africa, where she has 
worked w ith South African law schools to address writing issues in their 
unique discourse community. 

Jill Ramsfield ends each day in the yoga room where it 
began. Another day of teaching is complete; another day of learning 
awaits. 


By Craig Hoffman 
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Milton Regan 



BA 13*76 

University of Houston 

MA 1976 

University of California at Los Angeles 

I D, 19 B 5 

Georgetown 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Associate, Davis Polk & Wandwell 
Law Clerk to JuSlice William |. Brennurn 
Jr., Supreme Court of the United Stales 
Lew Clerk to Hon. Ruth Bader GmsbLrg, 
U,5. Court of Appeals far the D.C Circuit 


COURSES 

American Legal Profession, Professional 
Responsibility and the Corporate 
Lawyer, Family Law, Individualism 
and Community Seminar 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Professional Responsibility and the 
Corporate Lawyer, 13 Geo, |. Legal 
Ethics 197 (2000) 

Law Firms. Competition Penalties, 
and Ihe Values of Professionalism, 

13 Geo, J, Legal Ethics 1 (1999) 

Alone Together: Law and the 
Meanings of Montage, Oxford 
University Press £1999] 

Debating Democracy's Discontent: EsSayS 
on American Politics, taw, and Public 
Philosophy, co-editor with Anita L Aden. 
Oxford University Press £199$) 

Family Low end the Pursuit 
of intimacy. Hew York. U, 

Press (1993) 


PROFESSOR MILTON (METT) C, REGAN S BOOKS, ARTICLES, AND PRESENTATIONS HAVE EXPLORED THE WAYS IN WHICH LAW 
both reflects and shapes concepts of ourselves sis distinct Individuals who simultaneously are within a social 
context, His writings ask whether the individual can make decisions autonomously and independently of 
preexisting commitments nr must take them into account in an effort to achieve a Concrete identity. Different 
approaches to this question in turn produce distinctive conceptions of identity, rationality, agency, and morality. 
Professor Kogan is particularly interested in tracing the Influence of what he describes as “market 
Orientation" in his two predominant areas of teaching and scholarship: family law and legal ethics, lie regards 
such an orientation as not simply economically inspired behavior, hut as a broader perspective that treats 
individual cost-benefit analysis as a fundamental human preoccupation. This approach emphasizes the values 
of choice and rational justification and is skeptical of claims of obligation not rooted in individual consent. 
Professor Regan suggests that a market orientation has become more prominent in family life in a figurative sense, 
while it lias become more literally pervasive in legal practice. He maintains that wc must resist the urge to 
condemn or applaud sueh developments without qualification. The challenge is to arrive at a richer conception 
of these social institutions that takes into account the complex effects of this shift in sentiments and attitudes. 

Professor Regan’s books Atone Together: Iaiw and the Meanings of Marriage and Famify Law 
and die Pursuit of Intimacy explore these themes. Alone Together examines the tension in our commitments 
to the Ideas that spouses are both separate individuals with their own distinct interests and members of a 
shared community who have special obligations to promote its welfare. It continues the work begun in Family 
Law and the Pursuit of Intimacy, which analyzes the cultural shift from relational to more individualistic 
conceptions of the self within the family. Professor Regan traces the demise of the relational self t first through 
a modern vision of intimacy as the search for an “^contextual self" who stands apart from relationships (a 
“consumer” in a personal relations “market” seeking to aggrandize this atomized self) and then through the 
postmodern construction of intimacy as self-defined by multiple aspects “uncoordinated by a single ego." The 
book argues that family law should not move completely from status to contract. “Ultimately,” Professor Regan 
suggests, “family law should seek a dynamic balance between status and contract as a 
way to accommodate desire for both intimate connection and individual 
Independence.'' He edited the 2001 supplement to Dean .Indy Areen*s Family Law 
casebook, and will join Dean Areen on the next full edition of that text. 

Professor Regans courses on the American legal profession (first-year 
elective) and professional responsibility and the legal profession (upperdivision) 
focus both on legit ethics and broader issues regarding trends in the practice of 
law. The first part provides an overview of the historical development of tbe 
profession, different models of the lawyer's role, and case studies of different 
types of modern law practice. The second part exposes students to ethical theories 
anti then to particular ethical issues that tend to arise in practice. 
Its focus is on ethical rules, common law sources of attorney 
liability, and moral and practical considerations that 
should inform lawyers’ deliberations, lie currently is 
working with Professor Jeffrey Bauman on a 
casebook on Professional Responsibility and 
Corporate Law Practice. During the summer 
of 1999, Professor Regan taught a course 
on professional responsibility and 
the international legal profession 
in Florence. 


By D nvid AtcCa rthy 




Rick Roe 


DECREES 

A.EL 1969 
Yale 

MJr 1977 

University of Maine 

EXPERIENCE AN & AFFILIATIONS 
Clinic Director B.C. Street law Clinic 
Director, Q.C. Family Literacy Project 
Program Director, National Institute 
fqr Citizen Education in the Law 
(now Street Law, Inc.) 


COURSES 

Street Law: High Schools, Street Law: 
Community, Street Law: Corrections. 
Literacy and Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Voices Focus; The D.C, Faintly Literacy 
Project, co-author, a Geo. J r Fighting 
Poverty 38 j {1995) 

Valuing; Student Speech; The Work 
of (ha Schools as Conceptual 
Development, 79 Cal. L r Rev, 1269 (1991) 


RICK ROB TEACHES WHAT IS PROBABLY THE LAW CENTER’S MOST UNUSUAL COURSE. IN STREET LAW, HIS STUDENTS LEARN 


to teach law to students in District of Columbia high schools. Under Roe’s guidance, they hold classes in their 
assigned public schools several times a week, using interactive exercises to teach the basic principles of criminal 
law and procedure, torts, family law, and individual rights. At the end of the year, the law students coach their 
classes in a citywide mock trial competition, 

Fictional trials are nothing new to Roe, who was motivated to become a lawyer by watching the 
television lawyer Perry Mason. “Mason combined the ideas of power, justice, and overcoming adversity,” he 
says, 'die was always put on the defensive by Hamilton Burger, his adversary, but he always discovered the truth. 1 ’ 

Midway through his college experience at Yale, Hoe took a year off to study in Bogota, Columbia, 
where he also taught English and history to fourth-graders. This experience—and a subsequent one teaching 
in an impoverished community on the New Jersey shore—sparked a lifelong interest in literacy education. Law 
school—at the University of Maine—provided many enriching experiences, and one sad one. After the last 



examination of his first semester. Roc noticed that a classmate hadn’t come to school for the test. The student, 
he later learned, had committed suicide- Roe realized that even a close-knit and supportive law school could 
generate terrible pressures. Roe keeps his office door open and encourages students to express their feelings 
about the law school experience itself. 

In 1977, his final year at Maine, Roe responded to a New York Times advertisement to teach law 
to the public, particularly in high schools. This turned out to be the Street Law Program, which Professor 
Jason Newman had founded at Georgetown five years earlier. Currently, Roe not only directs Georgetown’s Street 
Law Clinic hut also works with law students and other volunteers whom he brings to a prison to teach inmates 
how to read interactively with their children. The idea is to build literacy and positive legal values. “By helping 
prisoners to enjoy reading children’s books with their families, we shift the family dynamic toward greater 
respect and expression, where parents give children a voice and opportunity to be heard," Roe said. “We 
encourage them to talk about the hooks, which helps them in turn to have open 
discussions with their children.” Since they were five years old. Roe’s three hoys 
have often gone to the prisons with him and read with prisoners whose families 
can’t attend the special family visits. 

Many of the ideas Roe developed in family literacy have found 
expression in the literacy and law course lie developed jointly with Professor 
John Hirsh, who teaches English at Georgetown University. The course 
explores connections between emergent literacy and the development of 
legal understandings and includes a practicum. in which participants read one 
hour each week with emergent readers in a local public housing project. 

Roc’s guiding principle is that justice emerges not only from 
constitutions and laws but also from the crucible of daily experience. “I don’t 
try to legislate reform in the schools or prisons in which my 
Georgetown students teach and volunteer,” he says. “Instead, 

I try to help classes and families to become models of due 
process, respect, fairness, and openness.” 


By Philip Schrag 








Susan Deller Ross 


DEGREES 
BA 19&4 
Knox 
JrU. 1970 

New Ybifc University 


EXPERIENCE AMD AFFILIATIONS 

Director, EntornattonaL Women's Human 
Rights Clinic, Georgetown University 
Law Ceitar 

Special Litigation Co uni-el, Civil Rights 
Division, U,S. Justice Department 
Clinical Director, Women's Rights 
Project, AC1U 

Attorney, Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission 
Adjunct Professor, Law Schools 
of Columbia University, Rutgers 
University {Newark), New York 
University, George Washington 
University {and! Visiting Professor) 

COURSES 

International and Comparative Law 
on the Rights of Women, In ter national 
Women's Human Rights Clinic, Equal 
Employment Opportunity law. 

Family Law I 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Stfji Discrimination ond the Law, 
co-author ted ed. 1996) 

The Rights of Women, 
co-author (3d ed. 1993) 

Workplace Harassment 
{original title, Today's "Sexy" Issue: 
Sexual Harassment Law and the 
First Amendment, and Discussion) 
in Speech & Equality! Do We Realty 
Have fo Choose? 99-123. 135-15.1, 
i53(n.2a)-i6a (199EQ 
Sexual Harassment Law in the 
Aftermath of Ihe Hill-Thomas 
Hearings, in Race, Gender, Ond 
Power in America 238-242 {199 5) 
Legal Aspects of Parental Leave: 

At the Crossroads, in Parental 
Leave and Child Core: Setting 
a Research orrd Policy Agendo [1991) 



THROUGHOUT HER LEGAL CAREER, PROFESSOR ROSS HAS BEEN; AN INNOVATOR AND PIONEER IN THE FIELD OF GENDER 
equality, fthortly after graduating; from law school, Professor Ross began work on one of the first law school 
casebooks to focus on gender issues. That book, Se.v £>fscrfmmotion and the Im-w, has become a mainstay in 
the field and was completely revised and reissued in 1996. Professor Ross was co-chair of the Campaign to End 
Discr imi nation Against Pregnant Workers, a broad-based coalition that spearheaded enactment of the Pregnancy 
Discrimination Act of 197ft- Later, site was one of the architects of the Family and Medical Leave Act of 1993. 

Professor Ross joined the faculty in 19 83, as director of the then recently created Hex Discrimination 
Clinic. She built the clinic into a nationally recognized program, first focusing on employment discrimination 
and then concentrating on domestic violence. Students in the clinic represented women employees in lawsuits 
raising such issues as sexual harassment, pregnancy discrimination, male-only job rules, pay inequity, and the 
glass ceiling. They helped women who were victims of domestic violence seek civil protective orders and. if 
necessary, enforcement of the orders by filing motions for criminal contempt. The experience of working in a 
clinic is both intense and immensely rewarding. "'The clinical setting is one of the host ways tor students to 
grapple with fundamental issues of justice and equality,” Professor Ross has explained, "‘Clinics offer students 
a unique opportunity both to see the law in practice and also to step hack from practice and reflect on deeper 
issues and implications." 

In recent years, Professor Ross has expanded her expertise beyond United States boundaries and 
has become a recognized expert on international and comparative law concerning the rights and status of women. 
She has lectured and served as an advisor on improving women’s legal status tn countries as diverse as Mongolia, 
India, and Lithuania. She is currently director of Georgetown’s International Women’s Human Rights Clinic. 
This unique clinic links Georgetown students with lawyers in Africa, Latin America, and the Middle East, assisting 
in legislative reform, test-case litigation, and reports concerning national, regional, and international human 
rights law. Professor Ross also regularly teaches a course on International and Comparative Law on the Rights 
of Women- 

Professor Ross sees her new international focus as a natural outgrowth of her focus on women s 
equality: “‘Women everywhere are struggling for greater equality in the workplace, 
for protection from domestic violence, for wider participation in political life, 
for physical and economic secLtrity for themselves and their families. These are 
fundamental issues of human rights, which have been decisively recognized 
at the international and regional level in the 1980s and 90s. The challenge 
for the future is to achieve enforcement fit’ those rights for women in 
domestic legal systems around the globe.’ 1 Her interest was also 
stimulated by the increasingly International student body at 
Georgetown: “I have taught students from Africa, Asia, Latin America, 
and Europe. Their presence has pushed me to make comparisons 
among legal systems and to explore how successful efforts at legal 
reform in one context might be useful to other cultures.” 


By Wendy Perdue 





Paul Rothstein 


DEGREES 


Northwestern 

l.D. 

North western 

EXPERIENCE ANC AFFILIATIONS 
Chair, ABA Rules of Evidence and 
Criminal Procedure Committee 
Chair, Evidence Section, AALS 
Reporter-consultant, National 
Conference of Commissioners 
on Uniform State Laws, U.S, Congress 
and National Academy of Sciences 

Contributing Editor, Legal Times, 

New York Law Journal, The Criminal law 
Bulletin 

FuLbright Scholar, 

Oxford University, England 

COURSES 

Evidence, Supreme Court and 
Constitution Seminar, Torts, Conflicts, 
Professional Responsibility 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Federal Rules Of Evidence fed ed. 2002) 
Evidence: Cases, Materials and 
Problems (2d ed, 1998) 

Evidence in a Nutshell- State and 
federal Pules (3d ed. 1997) 

Legal issues (the Right to Privacy and 
Lawsuits), in Airline Passenger Security 
Screening: New Technologies and 
Implementation Issues, National 
Research Council, Notional Academy of 
Sciences, Washington, D,C (-1996) 


WITH EXPERIENCE ASA LITIGATOR IN A LEADING WASHINGTON LAW FIRM, PAUL ROTHSTEIN CAME TO THE LAW CENTER 



at a propitious time in l igh t of his interests. The Federal Rules of Evidence were being dratted, and Paul seized 
the opportunity to shape and explain the emerging code. Indeed, in addition to testifying about the rules in both 
houses of Congress, he is credited with writing the first book on the new rules. That book, a series of New York 
Law Jimmtd articles he wrote over a six-vear period, and many conferences he organized across the country, 
helped to prepare judges and lawyers for the shift from the common law to a code. 

Paid has written a leading casebook on evidence as well as Evidence in a Nut shell (akin to a 
treatise). Of his 100 or so articles, many hare concerned evidence issues. For six years he was also the chair 
of an ABA committee reviewing the implementation of the federal rules, an effort that contributed to various 
changes. Most recently, he w rote an amicus brief (one of several he has penned) ill what has become the leading 
Supreme Court case on expert testimony (Daubert). 

He has helped Congress in other important ways: in the enactment of the Federal Crime Victims 
Compensation Act (after writing an influential article about this topic); In attempting to reform the federal 
criminal law; and, most recently, in discussing President Clinton's impeachment with various caucuses. He 
has not forgotten the states, helping several to adopt victims’ compensation laws, and contributing to the 
Uniform Rules of Evidence. 

Paul has also made significant contributions abroad- Tie advised the Canadians about their criminal 
and evidence codes. Through the State Department and ABA, he has helped many of the countries spilling out 
of the demise of the Soviet Union to craft laws on topics like free press-fair trial, separation of powers, judicial 
and constitutional reform, and criminal law and procedure. 

Of all his achievements, what has perhaps most spread Paul's reputation 
is his commentary about legal issues. Beginning with his televised analysis of the 
prosecutions of Oliver North and Admiral Poindexter, Paul, with his distinctive 
red beard, covered all of the celebrated trials of the last decade for CNN, ABC, 

CBK, and NBC. Currently he is at work on a hook seeking a link between those eases 
involving government corruption. He has appeared countless times on television 
(Nightline, Rivera, Court-TV, MacNcil-Lehrcr, C-Spaii, to name a few) and on radio 
(NPR). For several years he has also provided the first televised explanation of 
the Supreme Court's new deeisions, from the steps of the Court, oil behalf of CNN 
and CBS. In the pantheon of top commentators, lie was described by People 
magazine in this fashion: "The author of a handful of scholarly law books on 
evidence, stately, dignified ... Rothstein was an unlikely candidate for the talk- 
show war zone ... He [is] a top media analyst ... and show[s] a k 
describing legal complexities in layperson’s terms.'’ 

For alt his contributions domestically and 
internationally, Paul nonetheless maintains that nothing pleases 
him more than teaching. He is especially satisfied by teaching 
the small section of torts in the first year. He regularly invites 
the members of that class for reunions, to shepherd each person's 
development. 

Paul is one of the few faculty members whose 
observations, if sung, might be even more pleasing than when 
spoken. His love of singing led him to help to found the Law 
Center’s Gilbert & Sullivan Society. Over many performances 
he specialized, with his fine tenor voice, as the plaintiffs 
counsel in Trial by Jury. 


*7C 


By Peter Tague 


Peter Rubin 



DEGREES 
B.A. 19S4 
Vale 

J.O. 19BS 
Harvard 


i 3 t.PtltlE.RCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
LAW Clerk, Hdn. Collini J. SciEz, U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit 

Uw Clerfc, Justice David H- Sourer, 
U.S. Supreme Court 
Appellate Litigator, Washington, D.C. 
founder and President, American 
Constitution Society For Law 
and Polity 


COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Criminal (ustice. 
Constitutional Law Seminar? 
Contemporary Problems in American 
Constitutional Law 


PISTER KURIN IS NOT A QUIET PERSON. A CASUAL, FIRST-TIME VISITOR STROLLING THROUGH THE NORMALLY SEDATE 
corridors leading to faculty offices on the fifth floor of McDonough Hall might be startled by a booming voice 
declaiming passionately on a jumble of topics, ranging from NCAA basketball to the misguidedness of some 
obscure constitutional law doctrine. Professor Rubins office hours have begun. 

Sometimes, superficial impressions are misleading, but in this ease our imagined visitor would immediately 
understand an important part of Rubin's personality. Professor Rubin is a passionate man with a limitless capacity 
for outrage. He does not take tiny and polite sips of life. He gulps it down with infectious energy and good humor. 

We are talking, after all, about a man who dropped everything to work 24-hour days for weeks on end 
assisting the Gore legal team in its desperate, gallant, but ultimately futile struggle to avoid calamity in the United 
States Supreme Court, We are talking about A man who has personally attended every NGGA Pinal Pour tournament 
for more years than heean count and who invites very 7 large numbers of people into his home for marathon sessions 
where every last game in the tournament is watched and analyzed. (And you wonder where “March Madness" got 
its name.) We arc talking about a man who was upset enough about the dominance of the conservative and extremely 
well-funded Federalist Society to single-handedly create the American Constitution Society—a new, national 
organization devoted to the promotion of human dignity through law, 

Georgetown certainly knew what it was getting into. Before he ever sec foot in the Law Center, Peter Rubin 
had developed the reputation as a Happy Warrior of the Supreme Court bar. After spending two years clerking for 
Justice David Souter, Rubin practiced extensively before the Court, representing a wide variety of clients battling 
for their constitutional rights, ile represented Dr. Timothy Quill and two other doctors in Vfooco Quill, a challenge 
to the constitutionality of New York’s ban on physician-assisted suicide; and Planned Parenthood in Rust tv Sullivan, 
the Supreme Court challenge to the abortion “gag rule” imposed in the 1980s upon family planning dimes that received 
federal funding. He fought for the rights of a group of pregnant women who sought prenatal care at the Medical 
University of South Carolina but who instead were arrested after their medical records indicating 
positive drug tests were turned over to police without their consent. (This courageous effort 
ended in triumph: the women’s constitutional claims were ultimately vindicated by the 
Supreme Court in Ferguson ti City of Charleston .) 

A common theme runs through all of this activity: a deep and abiding passion 
tor human dignity. Professor Rubin believes that the Constitution guarantees respect for 
this value, and he has striven to embody it in his own work and in Ills everyday interaction 
with colleagues, students, and friends. Rubin teaches a wildly popular seminar on this 
subject, and It Is reflected in virtually all of his academic writings. 

If our casual visitor took the time to go across the street to 
the Edward Bennett Williams Library and reviewed some of these 
writings, he might l>c surprised by what he read. For all of Rubin’s 
passion and enthusiasm, t lie re is also another side to bis 
personality. His scholarly work is remarkable for its analytic 
precision. There is never a doubt as to where Rubin stands, 
but he is unfailingly careful, fair, and thorough. 

The short of the matter, then, is that Professor 
Rubin, is about the best model one could imagine for his 
students. He combines the humane engagement of an 
activist with the care, fair-mindedness, and rigor of 
a scholar. The Georgetown Law Center knew 
exactly what it was getting into when he joined 
our faculty. We were certain then that he would 
embody the very best version of the ideals to 
which this institution is devoted, and we have 
not been disappointed, 


By Lott is Michael Set dm an 


Square Pegs and Round Holes: 
Cropping Substantive Due Process 
to fit tire Procrustean Beds of 
Procedure anti the Bill of Rights, 103 
Colum, L R.ev, [forthcoming aooj] 
Reconnecting Doctrine and Purpose? 
A Comprehensive Approach to SLrict 
Scrutiny After Adaiand and Shaw. 
149 It. Penn. L. Rev. i (2000) 


Equal Rights, Special Rights, 
and the Nature of 
An lid 1 st rim inn lion Law, 

97 Mich. L. Rev. 

564 (1993) 


Steven Salop 


DEGREES 
B-A. 19 *S 

University of Pennsylvania 
M.Pflll 1971, Ph-D- 1972 
Yale 


EXPERIENCE AND Af FILIATIONS. 
Economist, Federal Reserve Board 
Economist, Civil Aeronautics Board 

Assistant Director for Industry 
Analysis/Associate Director 
for Special Projects, Federal Trade 
Commission 

Visiting Professor, Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology 
Member, American Economic 
Association; American Lair and 
Economics Association 


COURSES 

Antitrust Economics and Law, 
Advanced Antitrust Economics 
and Law, Economic Reasoning 
and the Law, Faculty Workshop 
in Economic Reasoning 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Preserving Monopoly: Economic 
Analysis, Legal Standards and 
Microsoft, Geo. Mason 
L, Rev. (2000) 

Decision Theory and Antitrust Rates, 
with C. Frederick Seckner III, 

Antitrust L.J, (2000) 

Votl Keep On Knocking But You 
Cflifl Come In Evaluating Restrictions 
on Access Rules to Input 
Joftit Venture, with D. Carlton, 

Hmy. J,L. & Tech. (1596) 

Evaluating Vertical Mergers: A Posi- 
ChicagO Approach, with M. Riordan, 
Antitrust L J. (1995) 


PROFESSOR STEVEN C. SALOP REPRESENTS A MAJOR AND SUCCESSFUL COMMITMENT BY THE LAW CENTER TO ENSURE 
that economic reasoning is a vital part of U,S. law, Although many Law Center faculty have graduate degrees 
in non-law fields, Salop was tile first non-lawyer economist to receive an appointment to the faculty here. 

A world-class economist, Salop graduated sumtTia cum laude from the University of Pennsylvania 
and received his Ph.D. in economics from Yale University, Before coming to Georgetown, Salop had been an 
economist with the Federal Reserve Board, the Civil Aeronautics Board, and the Federal Trade Com mission, 
including the position of associate director in the FTC’s Bureau of Economies. Sieve was invited in 1981 to the 
Law Center for a two-year visit by a faculty bent on better understanding economic reasoning, In his first year, 
Salop developed and taught a well-attended, active workshop for faculty members on economic reasoning and 
the law. Salop and the workshop were suoh a success that he received tenure after the first year. 

That first year was just a harbinger of future innovation. The faculty workshop continued for 
more than another year and was the seedbed for other faculty workshops and seminars in law and economics, 
as well as in other fields. Drawing upon the workshop materials and experience, Salop also began to teach a 
course for law students on economic reasoning and the law, which has recently become one of the electives 


for the first year 

Salop also developed for students a year-long, five-credit workshop on law and economics, which 
invites outside speakers for lively discussions with the students and faculty. Ills experience helped increase the 
use of outside speakers in other seminars at the Law Center Salop also teaches a four-credit antitrust economics 
and law course, which combines the statutes and cases with a healthy dose of economics. 

Even as he continues his innovative teaching efforts, Steve has managed an impressive level of 
scholarship and other scholarly activities outside the Law Center, lie publishes frequently and widely in both 
law reviews and economies journals—c,g., with articles in the Yale Law Journal, the Georgetown Ltiw Journal, 



the Antitrust Law Journal, and the American Economic Review. He was a visiting 
professor of economies at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology in spring 1986 
and a guest scholar at the Brookings Institution in 1990-91. lie has testified before 
Congress and the FTC, and he is often invited elsewhere to lecture, lie Inis served 
as an associate editor of the Review of Industrial Organization , Journal of 
Industrial Economies, and the Journal of Industrial Organisation. 

Building on his economies background, FTC experience, and teaching, 

Salop has become one of the leading experts in the world on competition and 
antitrust law and policy, lie has published considerable scholarship on joint ventures 
and mergers. Ills work on tbe potential for entrenched firms to take steps to raise 
competitors 1 costs as a means of exclusionary conduct helped lead to an important 
Supreme Court decision in 1992. Salop Is now active in writing about 
and consulting with high-tech and telecommunications firms 
on anti-trust issues. Elis other scholarship includes decision 
theory approaches to legal procedure and analyses of appellate 
court voting rules. 

In spite of his busy teaching, writing, and 
consulting activities, Salop devotes much time to Ins family, 
including his three children, lie is also an avid skier and & 
summer beachcomber and snorkeler. 


By Bf/rry Curler 
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Roy Schotland 



DEGREES 

a.b, 1954 

Columbia 
LL.fl. i960 
Harvard 


EXPERIENCE AMD AFFILIATIONS 
Chairman* ABA Conference 
on General Election Commission 
Reporter, ABA Task force 
pit Contributions to Judicial Candidates 
Member* American law Institute 


COURSES 

Administrative Law/Regulatory Policy, 
Constitutional law. Elections, Fiduciaries 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
The Limits of Being ““Present at the 
Creation,” in Symposium on Baker v. 
Carr, N. Caro. L* Rev. (forthcoming 2002? 
Whatever Happened to Due Process?* 
in Symposium on Bush v. Gore. Lay. 

U. Chi, L.J. (forthcoming 2002? 

Myth, Reality Past and Present, and 
lutilcla! Elections; and, with Barbara 
Reed* Judicial Campaign Conduct, in 
Symposium on Judicial Elections, 

Ind. L. Rev* (forthcoming 2002) 
Financing Judicial Elections, 2000: 
Change and Challenge, 2001 L* Rev. 
M.S-U- D.C.L. 1 (2001) and in D. 

MagEeby fed, Financing the 2000 
Elections, Brookings (2002) 

And for the Student? The Seven Striking 
Strengths of Ballots, Bucks, Maps & the 
law. 31 Loy, L. Rev* 122? (1999) 


ROY SGHOTLAND'S 38 YEARS OF TEACHING, SCHOLARSHIP, AND SERVICE HAVE KEEN INSPIRED BY AN IMPASSIONED 
commitment to pragmatism. As an academic and an activist, he has taken on a series of hard questions central to 
the future of our democracy and to the financial security of older Americans. On such matters as campaign finance 
reform, insulation of state courts front political influence, and the design of investment programs for retirees* lie 
has challenged received wisdom with remarkable effect. He outdrinks his opponents—and outlasts them. 

Schotland’s scholarly output has been prodigious. In addition to co-editing the leading casebook on 
administrative law, he has authored dozens of articles and several books anti monographs on election law, 
administrative government, regulation and management of retirement programs, and conflicts of interest on Wall 
Street, The power and relevance of his writings have regularly led to public service. Millions of Americans employed 
by non-profit Institutions that participate in TIAA-CREF (including Georgetown)* the nation's largest private 
pension fund, arc indebted to Schotland for leading a nationwide effort to empower them to Invest their retirement 
savings more flexibly. 

More recently, Schotland has turned his attention—and unconventional wisdom—to campaign 
financing, “If you believe in an accountable democratic system/' he warns, “you have to make .sure that there’s 
a reasonable likelihood of challenges to incumbents.” Thus “the crucial problem in campaign finance is the 
incumbent/ehalleuger gap*' which he notes lias increased dramatically since the post-Watergate campaign 
finance reforms of the mid-1970s. Schotland chides advocates of McCain-Feingold and other efforts to regulate 
so-called “soft money” for failing to take account of both constitutional constraints and the ability of political 
fundraisers to find and exploit loopholes, lie argues Instead for targeted public support for challengers’ 
campaigns-e,g, free mailings to voters 

He has become especially concerned about the impact of campaign contributions arid partisanship 
upon the impartiality of state judges, 87 percent of whom face elections. Here again* Schotland’s commitment 
to pragmatism shows: The pervasiveness of judicial elections, despite nearly 100 years of efforts by leaders of the 
bar to eliminate them, leads him to focus his attention on development of norms of conduct for judicial elections* 

Scihotland’s concerns about the Integrity of the political process go back to his professional roots 
as a fresh Columbia College graduate who trekked to Oregon in 1954 to manage Richard 
Neuhergerk longshot campaign for the U.S* Senate. Weuberger became the first Oregon 
Democrat in 40 years to be elected to the Senate, and the 21-year-old Schotland came 
to Washington In 1955 as Senator Neuherger’s legislative assistant. 

Next, after two years of army service, he went to Harvard Law School 
with the help of the Gil Hill, intent on a life of public service* Before joining the 
Georgetown faculty, he clerked for U.S. Supreme Court Justice William Brennan, 
worked for the Securities and Exchange Commission and the Federal Reserve 
Board, and became a professor at University of Virginia Law School. 

lie came to the Law Center in 1970 as associate dean, 
and during his two years’ service, the Law Center’s enrollment 
doubled, Jt also hired 17 new faculty, including the school’s second 
female professor, Judith Areen, 
Schotland recalls: “What a sign of 
those times back then—and about 
this school—that we couldn't get 
enough votes for her the first year 
we tried, but won on the second try,” 
His personal interests 
include travel and art, especially 
impressionist, Asian, early Italian, and 
Flemish, lie founded the nation’s largest 
chess center* here in Washington, aimed 
at teaching the gume to urban youth. 


By Mr Gregg Rim:he 


Philip Schrag 


DEGREES 
A.B. 1964 
Harvard 
LLB. 1 9 fi 7 
Yale 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Assistant Counsel, NAACk Legal 
Defense and Educational Fund 
Consumer Advocate of the City 
of Hew York 

Professor, Columbia Law School 
Deputy General Counsel, United States 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agen cy 
Member of the Board of Directors, 
Council for a Livable World 

COURSES 

Civil Procedure, Center for Applied 
Legal Studies 


REPRESENTATIVE PUfitl CATIONS 
Repay os Yotr Earn: The Flawed 
Government Program to Help Students 
Have Public Service Careers, Bergi n 
and Garvey (aooaj 

The (Jew Asylum Hole: Improved But 
still Unfair, with Michele Pistone, id 
Geo, limnlgr. LJ, 1 (aooij 
A Well-Founded Fear; 7 ¥ra 
Congressional Battle to Save Political 
Asylum In America, Routledge (sooo) 
The Summary Affirmance Proposal 
of the Board of immigration Appeals, 
i£ Geo. Immigr. L|. 531 (lOyE) 
Reflections on Clinical Legal 
Education, with Michael MeLtsner, 
Northeastern University Press (l^yS) 



PHIL SCHRAG BEAMS AS HE PE SCRIBES HOW IT FEELS TO WATCH TWO OF HIS STUDENTS MAKE THEIR FINAL ARGUMENTS 
to a federal immigration judge. The students are representing a refugee in an asylum case and this hearing is the 
culmination of a semester's work in the Comer for Applied Legal Studies (CALS) International Human Rights 
Project. Each semester, six second- and third-year Georgetown students assume direct responsibility for all 
aspects of the representation of refugees seeking asylum in the United States. Professor Schrag is a co-director 
of the CALS Asylum Project and 011 c of two professors who supervise students in the clinic. “These are very hard 
cases, and often they arc capital eases because our clients may well be killed if they are deported to the country 
they have lied. Our students take the case all the way from the initial client interview to this dual hearing before 
the judge and they w in a great majority of their cases,” says Schrag with undisguised pride. 

Professor Schrag is also the director ol the Law Center's Public Interest Law Scholars Program, a 
program designed to train and encourage students who are committed to careers of practicing public interest 
law. He is an unabashed booster of the program, "Public interest lawyers have the best jobs that lawyers can 
have," he says. “They have the most fun and do the most good.” From his first job at the NAAGP Legal Defense 
and Lbucatioiial Fund, w r here he directed the fund's consumer protection litigation, to the most recent of his 
11 books, a critique of a flawed federal government program to help students have pul die service careers, 
Schrag has worked in public interest law as an advocate, teacher, and scholar. 

Two lessons are at the center of Sehrag’s teaching and scholarship, “Procedure is central to how 
lawyers make a difference/ 1 he says. “It is a prerequisite to effective legal advocacy. Put students and lawyers must 
also understand interpersonal relationships—how individuals feel, how they interact with one another as people, 
and how they can affect the behavior of the organizations and institutions of which they are a part.” At first these 
lessons may seem in opposition to one another—the hard-nosed lawyer's focus on formal rules and the human 
concern for feeling and relationship—but Professor Schrag secs them as necessary and complementary parts of a 
skilled lawyer’s tools and training. Likewise, a central theme in his many books and articles is a deep description of 
how non-govern mental organizations can and do influence public policy. Schrag looks at the role that law vers can 
play in this work, not just through the formal procedures of litigation hut in the interpersonal relationships of 
negotiation, legislation, lobbying, and the shaping of administrative law. 

When Phil Schrag graduated from Yale Law School in 1%7, lie was 
part of a generation of students who believed they could change the world. lie 
says that the hardest part of teaching is that many students 11 o longer feel 
this way. “As a community we have become cynical about our ability to 
achieve change, and it is not surprising that w r e see this reflected in our 
students," He says the most rewarding part of teaching is 'To see students 
learn how they can be a powerful force for change and to watch them learn 
that they can make a difference/' The two Georgetown students who have just 
won their case in the immigration court may have saved their client’s lifo. 

Certainly they have learned that as lawyers they can make a difference. That 
is why Phil Schrag is beaming. 


By Charles Lawrence 
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Warren Schwartz 


SOME PEOPLE ARE BORN TO BE TEACHERS; SOME ARE BORN TO EE SCHOLARS; SOME ARE BORN TO EE GADFLIES. 



DEGREES 
A.B. 1952 
Brooklyn 
LL.B. 1994 
Columbia 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Glrettor, the John M, Olio Program 
In Law and Economics 
Member, Center lor Advanced Studies, 
University dF Virginia 

Professor, University of Virginia 
Law School 

Professor, University of Texas 
Law School 

Fellow In Law and Economics, 
University oF Chicago School oF Law 


COURSES 

TotIS, Economic Reasoning and the 
Law, Law and economics Workshop. 
International Trade 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

And So Say Some of Us When Juries 
Disagree, 5 . CaL interdisciplinary LJ. 
[forthcoming) 

Essay on Legal Standards 
oFCare in New Petgrove Dictionqry 
of Economics ond the Low, 

Peter Newman, ed. {1998) 

Toward a Theory of the Meritorious Case; 
Legal Uncertainty as a Social Choice 
Problem, 6 Geo. Mason L. Rev. Koi [199ft) 

The Duel: Can These Gentlemen 
be Acting Efficiently? co-author, 

13 |. Legal Stud, 921 [1984) 

The Private Enforcement of the 
Antitrust Laws: An Economic 
Critique, American Enterprise 
Institute [1981) 


Professor Warren Schwartz is one of those rare people who was horn to be all three. 

A brief look at Professor Schwartz’s academic record suggests the range of his experience. A 
professor at Virginia find Texas Law Schools before coming to Georgetown in 3979. A visiting professor at law 
schools throughout the world. Director of the John M, Olin Program in Law and Economics at Georgetown. A 
public Servant who has consulted and done research for the Federal Trade Commission, the International Trade 
Commission, the Administrative Conference of the United States, and other public bodies. The author of four 
books and numerous articles. In short, a man for till intellectual seasons. 

Professor Schwartz’s career has been marked by an unfailing insistence on rigorous and systematic 
thought from his students, his colleagues, and—equally—himself. Ills insistence, at times, has made us 
uncomfortable when faced with difficult decisions, but it has led us to make better choices than had lie remained 
silent. And we are poorer when, faced with complex issues., he is not able to be present co keep us honest and 
to force us to examine those things that we would rather not consider. 

As a teacher. Professor Schwartz has been single-minded in his pursuit of what he believes should 
he taught in the classroom, whether or not that belief will he popular with his students. Facing a new class of 
skeptical students each year, he inevitably concludes by winning them over to a different way of analyzing 
material, even if he cannot always convince them that his world-view is correct. 

Professor Schwartz has displayed his erudition ami scholarship in the fields of antitrust and 
international trade. Put in no cither field has he left his mark more on Georgetown than in law and economics. 
With a wry wit not always associated with serious law and economies scholars, he has carried the Law Center 
into that world, despite its best efforts to resist. Now, as director of the Olin Program, he has brought distinction 
to the Law Center through the quality of the scholars he has gathered under its rod! and the publications that 
his conferences and workshops have engendered. 

Last, hut perhaps most important. Professor Schwartz’s 
capacity for deep friendship and his zest for life have enriched the lives 
of his colleagues here anti his friends throughnvit the world. Those of us 
who have shared a glass of old Bordeaux or listened to chamber music 
or simply spent an evening talking with him come away enriched and 
rejuvenated, lie is a magnet who continues to draw us to him, to our 
unending pleasure. 


By Jeffrey Ran man 



Louis Michael Seidman 


DEGREES 

6 A 196 $ 

University oF Chicago 

l-D- 1^71 
Harvard 

EXPERIENCE AMD AFFILIATIONS 
Law C leik, Hon. J, Skelly Wright, 

United Stales Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit 
Law Clerk, Justice Thurgood Marshall. 
U. 5 . Supreme Court 
Staff Attorney, DX, Public 
Derender Service 

James Monroe Distinguished Visiting 
Professor of Law, University of Virginia 
Law School 

Visiting Professor nf Law, 

Harvard Law School. New Yorfi 
University School of Law 


COURSES 

Criminal Justice, Constitutional Law, 
Criminal Law, Democracy and Coercion 


R E P ffl E 5 E H TAT l V E PUBLICATIONS 

Out (fttscffJutf Constitution; A Hew 
Defense of CostkutfonaUsjn end 
judicial Review, Yale Unlv. Press [aooi) 
CoftjJfWutfOfWf tour, with Geoffrey 
Stone, Cass Stmslcin, and Mark 
Tush net (fllh ed. aooi) 

This Article Is Bnllranl/This Article Is 
Stupid: Positive and Negative Self 
Reference in Cnnstilutionel Theory and 
Practice, 46 UCLA. L Rev. 5,01 (1998) 
Akhil Amar and Ihe (Premature?') 
Demise of Criminal justice Liberalism. 
107 Yale L I 2281 (19918} 

Remnants of Belief: Contemporary 
Constitution^ issues. With Mark 
Tushnet (1996} 


MICHAEL SEIDMAN HAS BERN" AT GEORGETOWN LAW CENTER A GOOD LONG WHILE NOW, AND IT SHOWS: IIE El AS GIVEN 



Georgetown many gifts. Over his nearly 30-year tenure at Georgetown, Mike has produced several hooks, many 
articles, and a leading, widely acclaimed casebook on various topics in contemporary constitutional law. For very 
good reason, Mike’s views on these issues are routinely sought out, not only by the national constitutional law 
community, but also by our more thoughtful legislators and any number of concerned citizens who eare about 
good government. Mike is a true architect, teacher, and scholar of American constitutionalism. Ills passing! for 
his subject and his tremendous scholarly accomplishments in this fundamental field of law have benefited both 
Georgetown and the nation hugely. 

Just as noteworthy have been Mike’s tireless efforts on behalf ol the scholarship of others. Mike 
Seidman lias generously midwifed or mentored the scholarly work of countless numbers of junior colleagues, 
peers, and students, not only in constitutional law hut in virtually all fields, lie keeps faculty workshops lively 
and sharp (as well as organized and on time), lie has freely ventured comments and friendly criticisms on the 
work of any and every colleague who asks. lie happily participates in delates, symposia, and panels on all sorts 
of current constitutional topics sponsored by various student groups. For as long as he has been here, Mike Seidman 
has been at the heart—he has been the heart—of our scholarly community. 

Seidman has also given more than a decade’s worth of entering classes at Georgetown a fresh, 
ambitious, audacious, challenging, and smart “alternative” first year curriculum of legal studies. Koine time ago, 
after devoting a year to designing a curriculum, find substantial time convincing colleagues to join in the effort, 
he launched “curriculum II.” The students in Georgetown’s fabled section three—the Quarter of the first-year 
class that every year has opted to absorb the alternative curriculum—have been the primary beneficiaries of this 
awesome project. But all of us at Georgetown have benefited. 

Mike has given to Georgetown over the last two decades a model for how to 
successfully combine extraordinary teaching and scholarship with selfless service. He 
has chaired and served on committees too numerous to name, and by informal survey, 
he still holds the record for most-years-witliout-a-sabbatical, 

Mike Seidman has given Georgetown the example of his own 
remarkable moral character. Constitutionally, and w hether or not by conviction, 
lie is a true Kantian, lie acts 011 the basis of moral principle, lie takes no moral 
shortcuts, and he does not shy away from moral conflict. In faculty sind committee 
meetings, he will tell his friends, colleagues, and dean, gently and firmly, when we 
are acting—well— badly , Mike Seidman keeps this place honest, and much more. 

Most importantly, Mike has given Georgetown the gift of kindness, 

Mike Seidman is, at heart, a truly kind man. He will lighten your load, seemingly 
effortlessly and always with a funny touch. /Vs a student, scholar, lawyer, and 
teacher, Mike has been, there, and can sympathize. He’ll let you know if 
you’re in the wrong, but he will also get you past your self-created 
demons by showing you how flimsy they are, and he’ll help you 
hiugh at yourself for being frightened by them. That os an 
extraordinary gift. 

Georgetown is always at its best when it is being 
Seldmanesquc. We can be—and even have been at times—principled 
rather than expedient. As institutions go, it is a kind place as well, 
and tjuke good at dispelling demons. We could do a lot worse than 
to aim to “Lie Like Mike.” Michael So id man gives this place wit, 
moral backbone, and soul. 


By Robin West 

i 









Abbe Smith 


DEGREES 
BA icjtEI 
Yale 

|, E >, 19&2 

New York University 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Deputy Director, Criminal Justice 
Institute, Harvard Law School 

Clinical Instructor and Lecturer on Uw 3 
Harvard Law School 
Visiting Associate Professor of Law. 
American University Washing Lon 
College of Law 

Visiting Associate Professor of Law, 
Temple University School oF Law 
Assistant Defender, Defender 
Association of Philadelphia 


COURSES 

Criminal lustfce CUnfe, E, Garrett 
Prettyman Fellowship Program, 
Elements of Clinical Pedagogy 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Understanding Lawyer’s Ethics, with 
Monroe H. Freedman (2nd ed,, 2002} 

Lawyers for the Abused, Lawyers for 
the Accused; An Interfaith Marriage, 
t\j Loy. L. Rev. 41s Caoot) 

Can You Be a Good Person and a 
Good Prosecutor?. 14 Geo. J. Legal 
Ethics 355 (2003) 

Defending Defending: The Case for 
Unmitigated Zeal on Gehalf of People 
Who Do Terrible Things, as Hofstra L, 
Rev. pis (2000) 

Defending the Innocent, 32 Conn. L. 
Rev. 485 [2000) 



ABBE SMITH DIDN’T LOVE LAW SCHOOL SHE BID, HOWEVER, LOVE BEING A PUBLIC DEFENDER SHE FOUND IT STIMULATING, 
intellectually challenging. and “creative.” It is perhaps a bit ironic that Abbe should become one of the country's 
foremost clinical education teachers and scholars. 

Abbe knew that she was going to be a criminal defense lawyer ever since she read To Kill a 
Mockingbird in elementary school. There was something about the dignity and passion that Amicus Finch 
brought to his representation of Tom Robinson, something about fighting for the underdog and standing up for 
racial justice that captivated her. “In addition,” she says with a chuckle, “it was one of the few jobs I knew of 
where you could get paid for talking. 1 ' 

After law school at New York University, Abbe fulfilled her lifelong desire when she took a job with 
the Philadelphia Public Defender. During her seven years in the office, she tried hundreds of cases, ranging from 
misdemeanors to the most serious felonies. When Abbe left the Public Defender to teach at City University of 
New York law school, it was not because she was burned out or disenchanted with public defender work- She 
loved being a lawyer, and she thought that working at the progressive and practice-oriented C.U.N.Y. would give 
her the opportunity to translate that love inEo teaching. 

After two years at C.U.N.Y,, Abbe had the opportunity to work with Professor Charles Ogletrce to 
help create the Criminal Justice Institute at Harvard Law School, which Included the school's first Criminal 
Defense Clinic. “St was a good opportunity at a high-profile place to talk about the importance of good lawyering 
for the poor/ 1 she notes. The institute combined direct representation of clients with scholarly and policy work. 
Abbe takes great satisfaction in having helped create the institute and in raising the profile of indigent defense 
at Harvard and nationally. 

When Georgetown's Criminal Justice Clinic was looking for a visiting professor for a three-year visit, 
the search led them straight to Abbe Smith's door. The chance to work with the 
Preitvman Fellows, 10 dedicated young lawyers who spend two years at 
the Law Center before moving on to practice criminal law, was an 
opportunity she couldn’t pass up. “Given my interests and passions, 
this was a great place for me to end up, I feel lucky to be here," Abbe 
says. Three years later, when the Law Center created a permanent 
tenure-track faculty position in the clinic, Abbe Smith's name was 
the only one forwarded to the faculty by the search committcc. 

Abl>e Smith loves to write, fueled by a love of the stories 
and issues that eome from criminal law practice. Her articles cover a 
wide range of criminal defense and clinical education topics, with a 
specialty in defense ethics. Her recent writings include a stirring 
argument in support of the defense lawyer's duty to represen t clients who 
do “terrible things.” Abbe recently delivered this paper at the 
Howard Lichtenstein Legal Ethics Lecture at Hofstra 
University Kehool of Law. 

Abbe Smith is an inspiring teacher who 
pushes her students to explore the difficult issues in 
criminal justice. She often uses film and television 
clips that focus on timely issues to provoke student 
interest. Her teaching always gains the highest 
evaluations by her students, who co mm ent on 
her dedication to criminal defense, passion for 
social justice, skill as a trial lawyer, and her 
interest in larger issues in the criminal 
justice system and society. 


By John Co pact no 



Girardeau Spann 


DEGREES 

DURING HIS FIRST YEAR OF LAW SCHOOL, GIRARDEAU A. SPANN DECIDED THAT EIE EVENTUALLY WANTED TO BECOME 
£i law professor. He recalls, “Mv teachers seemed to be analytical magicians. With verbal sleight of hand, they 
could turn hlsteii into white, gtrnd into bad* and even right into wrong. The process was breathtaking to watch* 
although the implications were a little unnerving to consider. But teaching k>oked like so much fun that 1 knew 

A.6. 1971 

Princeton 

I wanted to try it.” However, Professor Spann was not prepared to begin teaching immediately. 

Like so many students who came of age during the Vietnam War, Professor Spann felt some 

J.O. 1974 

Harvard 

obligation to use his legal training “to help save the world." Accordingly, after graduating from Law school, lie 
became a staff attorney with Ralph Nader’s Public Citizen's Litigation Group, where he engaged in test-case 
litigation against corporate and governmental defendants concerning constitutional and administrative law 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

issues. After five years, however, Professor Spann had become discontent with practice, and he was ready to begin 

Staff Attorney, Ralph Nader's Public 
Citizen Litigation Group* 1974-79 

Member* Legal Ethics Committee 
of the D*C. Bar, 1977-83 

Member, Board of Governor* of the 

D.C Bar, 1933-86 

teaching, ’i don’t think the legal system works very well," he says, “and students should be exposed to that view 
while they arc still in law school—while they still have time to reflect on the implications of what they will he 
doing with their lives. M 

Professor Spann finds both the classroom and writing component of teaching to he very challenging. 
In the classroom, he wants his students to understand how vastly indeterminate legal doctrine is. He believes 
that the best way to get students to appreciate this is to teach them how to manipulate doctrine themselves. Once 

Trustee, 0 ,C Bar Client Security 

Trust Fund, 1992-9? 

Public Member* Administrative 

Conference of U.S** 1994-95 

students master this skill. Professor Spann finds that two important things happen. First, students come to 
understand the meaning of “practicing law,* 1 as opposed to collecting ease holdings like a clerk. Second, they realize 
the degree to which legal decisions rest on the normative preferences of the judges who render them, rather than 
on the abstract legal principles that judges invoke in their opinions. Professor Spann hopes to impress upon his 

COURSES 

students the need for them to take responsibility for their own actions, and hopes tit at his students will not he 
“tricked” into doing bad things in the mistaken belief that they are required to do so by some legal 

Administrative Law, Constitutional 

Law 1 & II, Contracts* Torts 

principle. Professor Spann tries to teach his students that their values matter and that they 
cam mi escape responsibility lor l heir judgments b> hiding behind legal doctrine jrffl 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

In Ins writing. Professor Spann seeks lo expand upon the’■ lews that 

lie i nrn: nil lees in rile classroom. Mis reeeiit hooks and articles have concerned 

The Contracts Experience (Multimedia 
DVD) (2002) 

Tftp Low of Affirmative Actio m 

Twenly-five Years of Supreme 

Court Decisions on Race 

Qird Remedies (1999) 

[lie manner in which rhe Supreme Gourt has treated the interests of racial 

minorities IVor'cssur Spann believes—contrary to ..nlersTanding— 

that, historically, the social function of the Supreme t lourt bus liven m perpetuate 
the subordination of racial minorities rather than to protect racial minority 
rights. He believes that the Supreme Gmirt continues to serve this Amotion today. 

Proposition 309, 47 Quite 

L. |. isr [1997) 

Affirmative Action end Discrimination* 

39 ttow. L. J. 1 (1995) 

Race Against the Court- The Supreme 
Court and Minorities in Contemporary 
/ America (1993) 

My invoking disputable assumptions about race neutrality, the Court channels 
societal resources away from racial minorities and towards the white majority 

This sen es to preserve while superiority in eon tempi.nary culture. 1 Votes so r Spann 
views this judicial role as more inevitable than conspiratorial. This is because the 
doctrinal principles on which we rely to counteract the predictable majoritarian ,'JB 

preferences of individual justices simply lack sufficient content to provide any 
mean! ngfu 1 c < >nst ra hit. 

Professor Spann enjoys teaching, and he appreciates the 
many benefits that teaching at Georgetown has given him over the V rr -A%jBfe 

years. In return, he tries to stay out of trouble, meet his deadlines, y .wj 

and keep his office clean. V £ 

V. 

By Steven Goldberg \ 'N ■ 
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Jane Stromseth 


DEGREES 

JANE STRGMSETH'S SCHOLARLY INTERESTS SPAN LARGE BUT UNRESOLVED QUESTIONS OF THE POST-GOLD WAR WORLD— 
liow can military force, in tin era of seemingly Intractable conflicts and civil strife, be directed for good? How 
can international law and institutions help to guide the use of force tor legitimate ends? And how does the deeply 
human impulse to seek retributive justice inform multilateral approaches to resolving disputes and the historical 

B.A. 1973 

Swartbmore 

grievances that underlie them? 

“For me, the contrasts of life always stood out/* says Stromseth, reflecting cm her formative 

D.PhH, 1985 

Oxford 

experiences. As a teenager, during the early 1970s, she lived in Thailand and traveled throughout Asia with her 
family. There, they witnessed the social and political extremes that characterized that turbulent era—repression 

i-D. 198? 

Yale 

and revolution, wealth and poverty, contemplation and ignorance. Making sense of the extremes, and their 
collision, was the beginning of an insight gained while Stromseth lived with a Thai Buddhist family, “For 
Buddhists,” observes Stromseth, “the right path is the ‘middle way 1 —a tranquil point of equilibrium between the 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

extremes of life. At some level, this has affected me.” 

Director far Multilateral 

and Humanitatiaii Affairs, 

National Security Council 

Attorney Adviser, Office of Che Legal 
Adviser, U.S. Department of State 

Raised in Minnesota, Stromseth continued her intellectual journey at Swarthmore College, where 
she studied economies, politics, and religion. She spent summers in Washington working for former Senator and 
Vice President Walter F. Mondale. Awarded a Rhodes Scholarship to Oxford University, she completed a doctorate 
in international relations. At Yale Law School, Stromseth served as articles editor of the Yale Law Journal and 
Student director of the Low r enstein International Human Rights Law Clinic, 

Law Clerk, Justice Sandra Day 

O’Connor, U.S. Supreme Court 

Law Clerk, Hon, Louis Oberdorier, 

U.S. District Court 

for Uie District of Co!u m bia 

Stromseth has welcomed subsequent opportunities to blend government sendee with scholarly 
reflection. She served as a law clerk for Judge Louis R Qberdorfer of the U.S. District Court for the District of 
Columbia, and for Justice Sandra Day O'Connor of the U.S, Supreme Court. Stromseth then joined the Office 
of the Legal Adviser at the Department of State, where she worked on legal and policy issues raised by 

Member, Council 00 Foreign 

Relations and American Society 

of International Law 

extraterritorial law enforcement. 

Eager to teach and write, Professor Stremseth joined the Georgetown faculty in 1991, Continuing 
her foeus on law and foreign affairs, Stromseth teaches constitutional law, international law, and a seminar on 
use of force and conflict resolution. She has become a recognized expert on the constitutional war powers of 

COURSES 

Congress and the president, and has written thoughtfully about U.S. participation En multilateral military 

Constitutional Law, International Law, 

Use of Force and Conflict Resolution 

Seminar 

operations, including peace operations authorized by the United Nations and 
humanitarian interventions to stop atrocities. 

Consistent with bur lifelong interest in striking a balance between . ,UJt 

reflection and action, Professor Stromseth served on the National Seumiry jm 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

( ]ol m e i 1 staff as <il rgeh > r it ir m u It i 1 a t e ra 1 a n d 11 u n \ an i m ri a n a it; 1 i vs lb >m 1 b9D _jSM 

‘’Rethinking Humanitarian Intervention: 
The Case for Incremental Change," in 
Humanitarian intervention: Ethical, 

Legal, and Politico! Dilemmas, 

Cambridge University Press, 2003 

Understanding Constitutional War 

Powers Today: Why Methodology 
Matters, 106 Yale L,|. S45, bygG) 

Collective Force and Constitutional 

Responsibility: War Powers 

In the Post-Cold War Era, 

50 U, Miami L. Rev, 145 Cl996) 

through January 2 U(m. ifur responsibilities included United Nations 
political Issues, war erimes and international tribunals, and a range of j'jM 

human rights issues. Among other tilings, she worked on U.S. siipporr JJM 

to the In 1 :: irtal Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia and 

on tlie iiueriialiotial response in Last Timor. Her NSC experience 
gave her a greater sense of both the possibilities and challenges of 

melding strategic ami human rights the conduct of %***. JH 

jh 

Professor Si ron use ill’s family life ls also' a search for 

oalanee between the demands of professional life ami tire / 9 

ell ill I n 11. Sarah aml Jonathan—together if 1 1 lu-i / 

Iraq's Repression of Its Civilian 
Population: Collective Responses and 
Continuing Challenges, in Enforcing 

Restraint: Collective involvement in 
Internet Conflicts-, Council on Foreign 
Relations Press (1993) 

Rethinking War Powers: Congress, the 
President, and the United Nations, 81 
Geo. L|. 597 [1993J 

l 1. m d, .lint StTieim dirwtoi reh rii. the l 1 

National St rategie Studies Their kids can tell you tJieir t 1 1 ougl]ts 
about Kosovo and East Timor—-and about their pet gerbils— 

and are happiest when mom and dad are home playing piano jm Jr 

or basketball or just puttering around tile house. 

lit v Wc'ttdx Prrdue .W */ 

kih mmmm 


mu,-.- 1 
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Robert Stumberg 


DEGREES 
B.A. 19-72 
MatalEsiflr 

|.D. 1975, LL„M, 1979 
Georgetown 

EXPERI ENCE AH D AFFILIATIONS 

Clinical Director, various previous 
positions, the Harrison Institute 
for Public Law, Georgetown University 
Law Center 

Legislative Counsel, Montgomery 
County, Maryland 
Policy Director, Center for Policy 
Alternatives, Washington. D.C. 

Chair, Section on Legislation, American 
Association of Law Schools 
Trustee and Member, Committee of 100 
on the Federal City 

COURSES 

State and Local Government Law, 

Multi family Housing Clinic, 

Slate Legislation Clinic, Policy Clinic 


REPRE 5 E NTATI YE PUBLICATIONS 
Federalism and Political Accountability 
Under Global Trade Rules-, with 
Matthew PorterfieEd, 31 Publius 173 
(2001)1 

fjjfern'flfJOOqF investor Rights 
and local Economic Development, 
with William Schweke, Corporation 
for Enterprise Development (1999) 
Sovereignty by Subtraction: 

The Multilateral Agreement 
on Investment, 31 Cornell Inft. 

LJ. 49 * ( 1998 > 

The Impact of GATT on Stole Lew, 
Center for Policy Alternatives (1995) 
Banking an the States: 

The Next Generation 
of Reinvestment Standards, 

Center for Policy Alternatives (1990) 




ROBERT STUMBBRC SHOWED ALL THE KIDS BACK IN ST. CHARLES, MISSOURI, THAT A NICE BOY, THE SON OF A 
country lawyer who grew up along the banks of the Mississippi River, aimed with his own law degree, could address 
Ralph Nader's complaint that “this country has more problems chan it should tolerate mid more solutions than it 
uses.' 1 After early political commitments to conservative political causes (he worked for Nixon’s reelection in 1972), 
Professor Stumberg began the grass roots activism that would become the hallmark of his professional life. 

Resisting the establishment began for Stumberg at Ma cal ester College in Minnesota, where he was the 
president of the student body. He succeeded in defundiiig the student yearbook and then using that money to fund 
antiwar activities. He then consciously responded to Ralph Nader's call to students to match their idealism with 
their professionalism, helping to establish the first student Public interest Research Group (PIRG) in the nation, 
M.PIRG—which immediately sued IJ.iS. Steel over clear-cutting timber practices. 

Flush from his college activism and convinced that legal action, deployed strategically, could be a 
powerful weapon in the struggle for social change, Stumberg enrolled. In Georgetown University Law Center—and 
he has been here, in one capacity or another, ever since. jYfter graduating in 1975, he served as a graduate teaching 
fellow for two yearn and then became deputy director of the DC- Project—the institutional forerunner of the 
Harrison Institute for Public Law that he now directs. Throughout his tenure at Georgetown, Stumberg lias played 
lioswcll to Nader's Johnson, taking his predecessor’s ability to harness the power of grass roots mobilization to effect 
social change and making that vision accessible to hundreds of law students. 

Ktumbergs vision, that creative legislative policymaking and astute political strategjzing are necessary 
complements to the blunt instrument of litigation, has guided the Harrison Institute’s projects over the years. 
During the first years of D.G. home rule, Stumberg, his colleagues, and students drafted 
the entire body of progressive landlord/tenant law that remains a national model 
for housing justice—including rent control, eviction restrictions, and various 
tenant ownership opportunities. Today, the same commitment ts 
participatory democracy is manifest in the institute’s new projects, 
including not only community economic development and support for 
state and local governments, but also the Impact of international trade 
agreements on popular sovereignty, local economic development, and 
the environment. 

Explaining what has motivated him in his career, 

Stumberg says, simply and directly, “I met real people who were smart and 
hardworking, and yet who couldn't get ahead/ 1 All Siumbergs professional 
work has been dedicated to changing that fact about American society, with an 
abiding faith that “it doesn’t take more than 201) or so dedicated people to change 
the world.” 


By Gary Beller 


Peter Tague 


DEGREES 
A,B. 1965 
Harvard 
J.D, 1969 

University of Michigan 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Scholar \n Residence, Kings College, 
London, England 
Visiting Professor, University 
of Melbourne. Hew York University 
Law School. San Diego Law School's 
Summer Law Programs in Oxford. 
Dublin, and Paris, GULCs Summer 
Law Program in Florence 
Lawyer, Public Defender's Office, 
Alameda County, California 
Law Clerk, J. Walter Mansfield, 

United Slates District Court for 
the Southern District of Hew York 
Chair and Vice Chair, various 
ABA committees 


COURSES 

Criminal Justke, Advanced 
Criminal Procedure, Evidence, 
Professional Responsibility 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Faulty Adversarial Performance by 
Criminal Defenders in the Crown Court, 
King's College Law Journal 157 (2001) 
Incentives Lo Represent Legally-Aided 
Criminal Defendants; Lessons from 
England, 69 U. Cincinnati L. Rev, 

273 fcOM] 

Economic Incentives in Representing 
Legally-Aided Criminal Defendants in 
England's Crown Court, 23 Ford ham 
International L.J, [3000) 
Representing Indigent* In Serious 
Criminal Cases in England's Crown 
Court; The Advocates' Performance 
and incentives, 36 Am. trim. 

L, Rev. 17 i C1999] 

Effective Advocacy for the Criminal 
Defendant: The Barrister VS. Lawyer 

{1996) 



“AWASH WITH SARTORIAL SPLENDOR!” LAW STUDENTS OBSERVE WELL AND GEORGETOWN STUDENTS GOT PET Eli TAGUE 
right. Resplendent with bow tic, flamboyant mustache, and favored with a deep voice, Peter looks and sounds 
the part of a criminal law professor at Georgetown. “Bred in the bone” to be a trial lawyer, Peter absorbed the 
profession from a father who was a prosecuting attorney and then a judge in a small Ohio county. He often brought 
his work home, to Peter’s delight, 

After undergraduate studies at Harvard and one year teaching English in exotic Beirut, Peter attended 
Michigan Law, where he excelled. Then he clerked for federal district court Judge J. Walter Mansfield, Trial court 
experience just confirmed his lifelong ambition to be a trial lawyer. 

Peter practiced corporate law in San Francisco after clerking, but found antitrust and business 
litigation boring Anyone who knows Peter cannot imagine him happy in a dank Bay Area warehouse searching 
for documents. Trial lawyer that he wanted to be, Peter soon found his place as a public defender in Oakland. To 
practice law was suddenly exhilarating. Peter tried to verdict over 40 jury trials and pursued numerous appeals, 
often in cases invoking police brutality against students and minorities, in the California of the early 1970$. Yet 
for Peter, something was missing. 

Questions unasked, much less unanswered, in the crush of public defender work troubled him. In 
particular, Peter began to question how well the American judicial system served the criminal defendant—an issue 
that he continues to believe is the most important question in the law. Where better to reflect on pressing legal 
issues than a law school, and so Peter, finding himself in the nation’s capital In 1 97b t joined Georgetown’s faculty. 

The new law professor glided comfortably into teaching criminal law and evidence, and writing about 
critical issues confronting lawyers in criminal eases. His special concern was how best to defend indigents accused 
of crimes. Peters passion was clear to his students, and his droll sense of humor 
and frequent references to movies and real cases didn’t hurt in the classroom, 
either. Yet the funny man had something bigger up his sleeve. 

Peter is an inveterate traveler—particularly to European spots. 

His resume lists more than a few visiting professorships in European law 
programs. Not surprisingly, then, Peter’s major scholarship to date is a book 
about the practice of criminal law by barristers in England. What an engaging 
mix of interests—criminal law with things European, Yet the question 
addressed is distinctly contemporary and American: how best to defend 
criminal defendants. And Peter’s answer is arresting, Americans have much 
to leam from barristers and solicitors practicing criminal law 
in England and from a system that pays criminal 
lawyers, even for the poor, well, 

\ T ot only does Peter study Italian 
Renaissance art, but he excels in cooking Italian 
food (and other cuisine, too). He travels widely, 
yet often prefers to describe local backpacking or 
hiking adventures. And Peter's students can’t for¬ 
get his classroom promotion of and references to 
the arts and various District of Columbia neighbor¬ 
hoods and gardens. 

A final word on teaching. Peter 
recounts that on the last class day students often 
arrive wearing all forms of bow ties, Including 
leaves stapled together. Leaves stapled together, 
hi ending the old and the new, may describe Peter 
better than he might concede. 
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By Kevin Quinn, SJ. 




Daniel Tarullo 


DEGREES 

A.B. 1973 
Georgetown 
MA 197 if 
Duke 

JA i?77 

University of Michigan 

EXPERIENCE AND AfFILIATION 5 

Assistant to the President for 
International Economic Polity 
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Economic Policy 
Assistant Secretary of State for 
Economic and Business Affairs 
Chief Counsel, U.S. Senate labor 
and Human Resources Committee 
Assistant Professor, Harvard Law 
School 


COURSES 

Banking & Financial Institutions 
Law, International Law II, 
International Financial Regulation, 
International Economic Governance! 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Rules, Discretion, and Authority 
in International Financial Reform, 

4 J. Inf I Ecun. L. 613 (2001) 

Corporate Power, National, 
Sovereignty, and the Rule of Law. 

In Democracy and the RtiSe of Law 
in 0 Changing World, Prosser 
Gifford & Norman Dorsen, eds. 
(3001) 

Norms and Institutions In Global 
Competition Policy, 94 Am. J, Enl'L L. 
47$ (2000) 

The Seattle Battle, 14 Inf l Economy 
44 {sooo) 




THE PROLIFERATION OF INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC ARRANGEMENTS IN RECENT YEARS HAS CREATED A CHALLENGE 
for academics trying to maintain an overview of agreements covering everything from money laundering to the 
allocation of geostationary orbits. Dan TSaruilo has die advantage of having been President Cl in tens top international 
economic advisor, a perfect position from which to observe and influence a broad array of international policies. 
He was a key participant in high-profile issues such as trade negotiations and the Asian financial crisis, and 
coordinated administration policy on a host of less visible subjects as well. Dan also enjoyed the unique vantage 
point of the only 11.5. official to accompany the president into the annual private meetings of the leaders of the 
major industrial democracies. 

Dan did not start out with the interests and training one would usually associate with someone whose 
career path takes him to the highest levels of economic policy-making. As an undetgraduace at Georgetown, he 
majored in English and minured in theology. He moved on to Duke fora master’s degree in English. It was in law 
school at Michigan that he first became interested in economics. 

Although the range of issues confronting him in the White House was exceptional, Dan was already 
accustomed to shifting gears quickly. Shortly after law school he worked successively in the antitrust division of 
the Justice Department and at the Commerce Department. As a young law teacher at Harvard, he taught both 
international economic regulation and a seminar on employee ownership of companies. As chief counsel to Senator 
Edward M. Kennedy on the Senate Labor and Human Rights Committee, he handled issues as different as pensions 
and international trade. While in private practice, he was at one time simultaneously obtaining antitrust clearance 
for a merger, finish!ng an analysis of real-time reporting requirements in securities markets, and filing an appellate 
brief in a case involving a dispute over a large estate. 

Through his work with Senator Kennedy, Dan had become involved in electoral 
polities, including work on the successful Clinton presidential campaign in 1992, In 
early 1993, he was named assistant secretary of state for economic and business 
affairs. After working with President Clinton on the 1995 G-? Summit, he moved 
to the White House to become, first, deputy assistant to the president and then 
assistant to the president. There he coordinated the administration’s international 
economic policy, and was a principal on both the National Economic Council and 
the National Security Council. 

Since reluming to academic life three years ago, Dan has been exploring 
the intersection between national and international legal systems in antitrust, finance, 
and trade. As one mig ht expect from fi ls baeliground, lie tries to bripg together economic, 
legal, and political perspectives in Ills teaching and his writing. I Id is interested Exitli in the 
process by which international rules arc made and in the substance of the rules. 

Though self-consciously inter-dlseipUnary, he explains that he is most comfortable 
grounded in legal analysis, and most comfortable at Georgetown, because of 
the strongly normative emphasis of the law faculty. “Fairness anti justice 
considerations are constants in every serious discussion here," he says. 

Though he lias retreated from a daily life of policy and politics, 

Dan has not completely abandoned that life. He regularly walks from the 
Law Center up to Capitol Hill to meet with members of Congress and 
their stuffs on a range of economic policy issues. 

Finally, it must be noted that, in addilion to the Law 
Center’s more obvious attractions, its proximity to the MCI Center 
is a big plus for Dan, whose undergraduate dedication to 
Gcotgetown basketball remains strong more than a quarter 
century after his graduation. 


By Barry Carter 








Jay Thomas 


DEGREES 

B.S. 

Carnegie Mellon 
J r D. 1992 

University of Michigan 

LL.M. 1994 
George Washington 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Visiting fellow in Entrepreneurship 
and Economic Growth, Congressional 
Research Service 

Visiting Professor, Cornell Law School 
Associate Professor of Law, George 
Washington University 

Law Clerk* Chief lodge Helen W. flies. 
United States Con rt of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit 

COURSES 

Patent law. Intellectual Property 
Licensing, International Intellectual 
Property Law 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Intellectual Property, with Roger 
Schechter (2002) 

Potent, Lew: Coses ond Materials, with 
Martin Adclman, ludge Randall R:ader, 
end Harold Wegner (3003 edj 
Collusion and Collective Action in the 
Patent System: A Proposal ter Patent 
Bounties. 2001 U. HE, L. Rev. 305 
On Preparatory Texts and Proprietary 
Technologies: The Place of Prosecution 
Histories In Patent Claim Interpretalion, 
07 UCLA L. Rev. 183 (iw») 

The Patenting of the Liberal Professions, 
40 B.C. L. Rev. 1139 (2998) 


THE DESCENDANT OP A LINE OF MECHANICS, MACHINISTS, AND ENGINEERS, JAY THOMAS HAS LONG BEEN FASCINATED 
with the social implications of technology. When he decided to follow his engineering studies with a law 
degree,, his interests in Intangible “property" and the legal regulation of technological change ultimately drew 
him to patent law. Although some of his law school mentors viewed patent law as an obscure specialty unwor¬ 
thy of scholarly attention, Professor Thomas's experiences as a dork for the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit and subsequently as a patent practitioner encouraged him to persevere, lie reeogniJicd early on that 
patent law was an increasingly ambitious regime of international significance. He also sensed the lack of a 
community of scholars similar to those that so enriched other legal disciplines and the opportunity to begin 
building such a community. The increasing economic, political, and academic prominence of patent law has 
confirmed Professor Thomas’s early intuitions. 

Since beginning his scholarly and teaching career in 1997, Professor Thomas has developed a national and 
international reputation as an expert in patent law and policy, and has become one of the leading figures in a vibrant 
and growing group of patent scholars. The Law Center was delighted to recruit him rejoin the faculty in 2002. 

Professor Thomas approaches the field of patent law with a healthy skepticism and a rigorous objectivity. 
His writings demonstrate both a firm grounding in the realities of patent practice and a profound concern for 
the expanding grasp of the patent system, the eorresponding shrinkage of the public domain, and the effects of 
patent protection upon personal liberties. Jlis studies overseas at the Institute of Intellectual Property in Tokyo, 
Japan, and the Max Planck Institute of Munich, Germany, enable him to bring a consistent comparative edge to 
his scholarship. 

Concerned to improve and deepen Intellectual property instruction in U.S. law schools, Professor 
Thomas has also devoted considerable efforts towards pedagogy, The patent law casebook he co-authored lias 
enjoyed great success, and he will soon publish a one-volume intellectual property treatise. 

Professor Thomas was drawn to Georgetown because of its thriving 
intellectual community, long tradition of scholarly achievement, and global 
reputation. He is also convinced that Washington, l),G. f is absolutely the 
best place In the w f orld to study intellectual property law, and to 
participate in the shaping ofintelleetual property policy. In addition to 
remaining active in the local patent bar, he has served as an instructor 
at the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office and, as visiting fellow with the 
Congressional Research Sendee, has advised members of Congress 
and their staff on intellectual property issues. Since joining the Law 
Center faculty, he has been struck by the number of distinguished 
atumni/ae in intellectual property law and the intense interest of the 
student body in the field. One of his principal goals is to confirm the 
Law Center^ plaee as a training ground for the next generation of 
leaders in intellectual property law and policy. 

Professor Thomas and his wife, Sayuri Umeda, 
live in jMci^ean, where they seem to spend much of 
their time chasing their small daughter, Karen. 

By Julie Cohen 





Mark Tushnet 


QUESTION: WEIV IS MARK TUSHNET SO PROLIFIC? 

ANSWER: IT MAKES IT EASIER FOR HIM TO ACCOMPLISH IMS COAL OF READING EVERYTHING THAT'S EVER BEEN WRITTEN. 


0E5RE.ES 
B.A. 19-67 
Harvard 

I. D., M.A. 1973 
Vale 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerk, judge George Edwards, 
U,5. Court of Appeals For the 
Sixth Circuit 

Law Clerk, Justice Thurgood Marshall, 

II. S. Supreme Court 

Faculty, University of Wisconsin 
Law School 

Faculty, Georgetown University 
Law Center 

Visiting Professor, law schools 
of the University of Texas, University 
of Southern California, University 
□f Chicago, Columbia University 


COURSES 


That's the “B” answer. The “A” answer is that Professor Tushnet has a lot eo sav—*ind for 30 years, the legal 
community has been listening and learning, Tushnet is one of the nation's leading constitutional lawyers. Ills 
articles, which have appeared in virtually every leading law journal, have been widely influential. Says a colleague 
at Georgetown: “A generation of constitutional scholars have been Mark Tush net's students, even though they 
have never taken a class with him. 19 

Tushnet attended Harvard College and the Yale kiw School, where he was an editor of the Vo/e Imw 
J ournal. After clerkships with Court of Appeals Judge George Edwards and Supreme Court Justice Thurgpod Marshall, 
Tushnet began his academic career at the Wisconsin Law School as an assistant professor in 1973. lie came to 
Georgetown in I9SI as a visiting professor and joined the faculty a year later, lie is now Carmack Waterhouse 
Professor of Constitutional Law. 

At Georgetown, Professor Tushnet has taught a variety of courses on constitutional law and civil 
procedure. His most recent interest is coniparativeconstitutional law. In 1999, he and Georgetown colleague Professor 
Vicki Jackson published Qjmpararfoe Ctntxtitutitmeil Ij. ko. 

Mark Tush net's intellectual journey has had an enormous impact on legal scholarship. As a founder 
and guiding light of the "critical legal studies 9 ' movement, he has challenged academics, students, and practitioners 
Eo confront the ways in which our legal system, despite its pretensions of fairness and neutrality, in fact works 
to the advantage of those with power. He has authored two widely respected books on Justice Thurgood 
Marshall, published scores 0 /articles, and delivered lectures at law schools around the country—most recently, 
the David G. Baum Lecture on Civil Liberties and Civil Rights at the University of Illinois Law School and the 
William B. Lockhart Lecture at the University of Minnesota Law School. For a number of years, Tushnet has 
sponsored a national conference on constitutional law at Georgetown, which brings together young scholars 
and established figures in the field. 



Govern men] Processes. Comparative 
Constitutional Law, Constitutional Law 


Professor Tushnet’s most recent work Is Taking the Constitution Away 
from the Courts. Itt the book, he argues that Americans should take 
greater responsibility for enforcing constitutional rights and that reducing 
the role of the courts would be helpful in that endeavor. 

Tushnet lives among lawyers. His wife, Elizabeth Alexander, is 
director of the National Prison Project of the American Civil Liberties 
Union, lie has two daughters, Rebecca is a graduate of the Yale Law School 
and clerked for Supreme Court Justice David Sou ter. She began teaching 
Intellectual property law In Fall of 2002. Younger daughter Laura graduated 
from Yale College and is a budding journalist, 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLIC AT IONS 
Taking the Constitution A way (mm the 
Courts, Princeton {1999) 

Comparative Constitutional Law, 
FoundatloTi (1999) 

Making ConstltVtlonoi Caw: Thurgood 
Marshall and the Supremo Court, 
igdi-iggi, Oxford [1997) 

Making CM! /Sights tow; Thurgood 
Morshott end the Supreme Court, 
1936-1963, Oxford '(*994) 

Red, White, and Blue; 

A Critical Analysis of 
Constitutional tow , 

Harvard ppBS) 


By T Alexander A lei nil'off 









Carlos Manuel Vazquez 



DEGREES 

BA *979 
Yale 

J‘D- ^B3 

Columbia 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Member. inlet-AineTiean lurid leal 
Committee, Organization of 
American States 

law Cleric, Hgn. Stephen Reinhardt, US, 
Court of Appeals for Hie Ninth Circuit 
Associate. Covington & Burling 

Member, American Bar Association, 
Hispanic National Bar Association 
and the American Society 
of international Law 


COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Federal Courts 
and it»e Federal! System, International 
Law, International Litigation, 
International Trade and Human Rights 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
W{h) idler Zschemng? 46 Villanova 
L, Rev. l ?59 {2001) 

Eleventh Amendment 
Schizophrenia, 7j Notre 
Dame L Rev, 859 (2000) 

Sovereign Immunity, 

Due Process, and the 
AWen Trilogy, 109 Yale 
L j. 1927 (2000) 

Laughing at Treaties, 99 
Cotum. L. Rev, 2154 (1999] 

What Is Eleventh 
Immunity?, 106 Yale L.J. 
i ^&3 (1997} 

The Four Doctrines 
of Self-Executing 
Treaties, 89 
Am. J. Infl L. 

695 C*m> 


THE WISDOM OF AOE is, NO DOUBT, OFTEN EXAGGERATED—BUT iTS PLEASURES ARE SOMETIMES OVERLOOKED- ONE OF THE 
delights of seniority at the Lw Center is the opportunity to know younger colleagues Mice Professor Carlos Manuel V&zquez, 

Vazquez came to the Law Center in 1990 its a visiting associate professor and became an associate 
professor on tenure track in 1991. A .graduate of a Jesuit secondary school in Miami, he studied at Yale and took his J.D, 
at Columbia Law School in 1983, He was then a clerk to the distinguished appellate court judge, Stephen Reinhardt, in 
Los Angeles. In 1985, he joined Covington & Burling and remained there for five years, and it is to that eminent firm’s 
credit that they did not hesitate to employ him even when he declared at the outset that he intended to move to an 
academic career. 

One understands why: Professor Vdzqttez is self-possessed, even quiet—but conveys a large inner authority 
stemming from his Cuban heritage. In Cuba, his father was an opponent of Batista and an early supporter of Castro. When 
el lider, alas, turned to neo-Stalinism, the elder Vdzquez (also Carlos) became a dissident. The rest of the family had 
permission to leave, but Seiior Vazquez was held back. Anticipatiijg arrest for comter-revolutionary activity, he and a group 
of friends presented themselves at the residence of die Brazilian Ambassador. After some months in the Embassy, tine group 
was allowed to depart for Brazil and from there travel to the United Etates. Seflor Vazquez settled with the family in 
Massachusetts, worked in a shoe factory, but educated himself about computers and now lias a consulting business in Miami. 

Carlos Manuel Ysizquez has clearly integrated his heritage in any number of ways. He is deeply concerned 
witli issues of human rights in their international context, tie has done much in the law of immigration, and his scholarly 
work on the Constitution attests to a great concern for the continuity of the rule of law in a democratic and plural society. 

Professor Vdzquez’s daily routine at the haw Center demonstrates how broadly our younger faculty 
interpret their pedagogic tasks. Me has taught constitutional law; federal courts and the federal system; international 
law; conflict of laws; and two seminars in the international area, international litigation and an international human 
rights workshop. 

Professor Viizquez lias also been exceedingly active in the larger professional sphere. In 2000, he was 
nominated by the United States to serve on the Inter-American Juridical Committee, die organ of the Organization of 
American Suites eharged with advising that body on matters of international law, In addition, he has served as co-chair 
of the Committee on Public International Law of the International Law Section of the District of Columbia Bar, has 
addressed gatherings of federal judges on such topics as extradition and the status of international law as U.S. law, and 
has given seminars at the U.S, Department of State. Professor Vazquez has also participated in numerous panels at meetings 
of such organizations as the American Society of International Law, the Association of American Law Schools, 
the International I.aw Association, and the District of Columbia Bar. lie was one of the reporters for a 
project of the American Branch of the International Law Association, and he wrote the portion on the 
place of international treaties in U.S, law. Professor Vazquez has profited from Ins own life history 
and contemporary sensibility to make the internationalization of national societies, and therewith 
of the very structure anti vocation of law. Iris central intellectual theme, 

In a set of articles replete with Constitutional scholarship, Carlos has argued that 
groups anti persons within our border do have rights under treaties by virtue of the Supremacy 
doctrine intrinsic to our Constitution, and these rights are not hortatory alone. In other 
words, the internationalization of American jurisprudence was 
provided for by the nation’s founders: The international 
sensibility of the 18th century anticipated, in a remarkable 
triumph of early American cosmopolitanism, the realities 
of our own existence. That is not a point of 
interest to lawyers only, and Professor 
Vazquez may be credited quite fairly 
with a serious contribution to 
contemporary political thought. 


By Norm a/I Birnbaum 


David Vladek 


DEGREES 
B.A. 1^72 

Hew York University 
|.D. 

Colombia 
LL. M. 1977 
Geo r^E town 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Director, Public Citizen Litigation Croup 
Reporter, APA Project (SetIkn On 
Openness), Administrative Law 
Section, ABA 

P-ublit Member, Administrative 
Conference ol the United States 
Vl« Chair, District of Columbia Clients' 
Security Trust Fund 
Director, Consumer Health Foundation 

COURSES 

Institute For Public Representation, 

Civil Procedure, Strategic Decision¬ 
making in First Amend menl Litigation, 
Public Interest Advocacy 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Defending Courts: A Brief Reminder 
to Professors Fried and Rosenberg, 

31 Seton Halt L. Rev, 631 (iHi) 

Hard Choices:: Some Thoughts Jot Hew 
Lawyers, io If. Kan, J. L. & Pub. Pot'y 
349 (2001) 

Devaluing Truth: Unverified Health 
Claims in the Aftermath of Pearson v. 
Shalala, 54 Food & Drug L 535 U999) 
Why the Supreme Court Will Uphold 
Strict Controls on Tobacco Advertising, 
23 Sr III, U, L r J. 651 (co-aulhor) (1998) 


MANY KNOWLEDGEABLE OBSERVERS REGARD DAVID VLADECK AS ONE OP THE FINEST PUBLIC INTEREST LAWYERS IN 



the country. Others disagree, insisting that David is the finest, with no qualifier necessary. 

Whomever is right, Georgetown students are the beneficiaries. For a decade, David was director of the 
Public Citizen Litigation Group, a nationally prominent public interest law firm founded by Ralph Nader, David 
is now one of the directors of die Institute for Public Representation, Georgetown^ own prestigious public interest 
law firm and student clinic, lie also teaches civil procedure and other litigation oriented courses and seminars. 

in theory it would be easy for students and colleagues to bo intimidated by David Yladeck. When you 
meet a tall, rangy, eloquent attorney who has successfully argued numerous cases before the United States 
Supreme Court and literally scores of cases in federal and state courts of appeals, you might expect to be 
overwhelmed. But David turns out to be a gentle giant, lie is friendly and modest in a way that inspires intense 
loyalty among his friends, clients, and students. 

David Vladeeks passion for fair and open government has found expression outside of the courtroom. 
He has served as co-reporter for an American Bar Association project on openness in administrative law, as chair 
of the steering committee for the administrative law section of the District of Columbia Ban and as a consultant 
on American law for projects concerning law and democracy in China and Peru, lie has published articles about 
regulation and the legal profession lor a remarkable array of publications, ranging from law reviews to magazines 
to the New York Times and the Washington Post. 

A native New Yorker, David is slowly adjusting to life in Washington after living here more than twenty 
years. He has long tics with Georgetown Law, having served as an adjunct professor for many years before 
joining the full-time faculty. 11c has received the law school's Charles 
Fahy Distinguished Adjunct Professor Award, and his jump shooting 
and power moves to the basket have led the Law School team to 
several victories over Congress in the annual Home Court 
basketball game. David and tils wife Mary Pendergast have two 
sons, Joe and Tom, both of whom are tall scholar-athletes who 
favor baseball over basketball. 

David is known around the country for tiligating eases 
Involving free speech, open government, civil rights, and health 
and safety. At Georgetown lie is known as well as a gifted teacher, 
patient mentor, and valued colleague. 


By Steven Goldberg 
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William Vukowich 


DEGREES 

A.B. T. 9&1 
Indiana. University 


J,D- 

University of California, Berkeley 


SOME FACULTY OFFICES AT GEORGETOWN SEEM RATHER IMPERSONAL, IN' SOME CASES BECAUSE ANY CLUES TO THE 
occupant’s personality are so buried under stacks of articles, books, and manuscripts that only a skilled 
archaeologist could unearth any Ideas about the real person who works there. Professor Bill Vukowich s office 
does net fit that mt>del. One wall is, not surprisingly, lined with shelves filled with hooks on topics ranging from 
contracts, bankruptcy, and the Uniform Commercial Code to legal philosophy, But the other wail features 
Professor Vukowich’s own photographs of the seashore (especially Cape Cod), gardens, and Russian churches 
and palaces. A student or faculty colleague meeting in this office gets an idea not only of a Serious legal scholar 
and teacher, but also of a man with broad outside interests and with skills that transcend the world of IflW, 


|.S.D. 1976 
Columbia 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 


Bill Vukqwich is originally a I lousier, graduating from Indiana University with a degree in math. He 
then attended law school at Berkeley in the late 1960s, during the most turbulent period in the school’s history. 
Seeking (as lie describes It) tranquility, he taught at Willamette University in Oregon and then (again as he puts 
It) weary of solitude, left to pursue a J.S.D, degree at Columbia as a Ford Urban Law Fellow. He joined the faculty 



at Georgetown in 1971. 

At Georgetown, Professor Vukowich teaches commercial law, consumer law, bankruptcy, contracts, 
and comparative consumer protection. In the past, his scholarship has focused on issues of debtor/creditor 
relationships, and he has written extensively in tlitxse areas in addition to serving on the advisory board of the 
American Bankruptcy Institute Law Review, While the uninitiated might initially think these subjects are 
technical or even dry. Professor Vukowich secs them differently and is able to convey to his students why he remains 
fascinated with issues of bankruptcy and debtor/creditor relations. “How a society treats its oititteiis who become 
debtors tells us a great deal about that society and about the values it places on families, for example/ he says, 
Lj Similarly, the rules governing bankruptcies, such as those relating to the kinds and 
amount of property that are exempt from creditors' claims and those relating to the 
kind of debts that should be discharged, reflect complex social policies,’ 1 Professor 
Vukowich also finds the interplay between the federal and state laws and policies 
that underlie the bankruptcy system particularly interesting. 

When not teaching and writing. Professor Vukowich finds time 
to pursue his interests in photography, the Capitals and the Orioles, gardening, 
and cycling (he is the long-time co-sponsor of the popular orientation hike ride 
for incoming first-year students). 

Most recently. Professor Vukowich has taken on a new pedagogical 
challenge: teaching, researching, and writing on comparative law. In the 
fall of 1999, lie taught Italian and other European students 
about tiie American legal system at Rome’s prestigious 
Libera University Intern a zionalc degii Studl Social!. 
While in Rome, he researched Buropean consumer 
protection law and t>egan work on a l>ook on 
coni pa rj live consumer protection law. Then 
In the spring of 2000, he taught a course 
ori that topic in the Law Center’s joint 
program with the University of 
Heidelberg. He is the author of 
Consumer Protection 
in the 21st Century: A 
Gioiml Perspective . 


Visiting Professor, University of 
Heidelberg 

Visiting Professor, Libera University 
Inlermizronule degii SLudi Social, Rome 
Advisory Board, American Bankruptcy 
Institute Law Review 

Member and Author, Sovict-American 
Contract Law Project 
Consultant; Federal Trade Commission, 
Pension Benefit Guarantee Corporation, 
Dept, of State 


COURSES 

Bankruptcy, Commercial Law, 
Consumer Law, Contracts, Comparative 
Consumer Law 


By Douglas Parker 


Civil Remedies in Bankruptcy 
For Corporate Fraud, d Am, 
Bank, Inst, L. Rev, 439 C1998J 
Lawyers and the Standard 
Fdrm Contract System; A Ru le 
that Should Have Been, 
in Symposium: A Decade 
After the Model Rules. 

6 Geo, I- Legal 
Ethics 799 ( 1993 ) 

Reforming the Bankruptcy 
Reform Act of 1978, 

71 Geo, L,J. 1129 (19B3) 

Debtors' Exemption Rights-, 

62 Geo. L|. 779 (1974) 

The Dawning of the 
Brave New World—Legal, 
Ethical & Social Issues 
of Eugenics, 1971 hi. 

L. forum 109 [1972] 


Heathcote Wales 


DEGREES 
A, EL f, 

University of North Carolina 
J.D, 198 $ 

University of Chicago 


EXPERIENCE ANG AFFILIATIONS 
Associate Professor, Unlverst^ 
of Mississippi 

Visiting Professor, University of 
Colorado and Ltolversify of Texas Law 
Schools and University of ffeldelberg 
Member Committees, the American 
Psychiatric Association and the 
American Psychology-Law Society 


COURSES 

Constitutional Law, Criminal Law, 
Law and Psychiatry, 

Law and Social Science 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Modeling Juror Eras, with Bernard 
Grofman, 5 J. Legal Theory sat Cigg^} 
O.J. Simpson and Beyond: The 
American Criminal jury, Zeltsschrlft 
star Dentsch'Amerikanischen 
lurlstL’n'VCrtinigung (lone )OyS) 



ONE WAY TO BKOIN A PROFILE OF HEATHCOTE WOOLSEY WALES WOULD EE TO SATISFY THE INEVITABLE CURIOSITY ABOUT 
the mellifluous moniker he bears. Immediately after his birth during World War II, his father was shipped overseas 
on military assignment, and his mother had to christen her newborn son. She opted for her father’s given names. 
When Wales p&re returned home, he expressed dissent, traceable to his own childhood experience with an 
unusual first name (Wellington) that didn't suit hint, by dubbing his young son Pete, and the nickname stuck. 

Of course there is much more to l>e said about Heathcote Woolsev Wales. In addition to his pool¬ 
playing prowess (on display every summer at the Cowboy Bar in Jackson Hole, Wyoming), his unerring jump 
shot (on display even- spring during the Home Court charity basketball game between the Georgetown Law faculty 
and members of Congress), and his thespian and singing talents (on display in occasional productions of the 
Law Center's Gilbert & Sullivan Society), Pete Wales is an innovative teacher and scholar in the fields of criminal 
law and law and psychiatry. 

Otic of Pate’s central alms is to bring real-world concerns into his classes and his research. “Every rule 
of law enables one set of actors to exercise power over another set of actors,” is the way he puts it, "To understand 
the law, one must understand something about those actors, their incentives for action, what makes them tick.” 

Petes law'-in-action bent may have originated in the circumstances that brought him into academia, 
directly after his graduation from the University of Chicago Law School in 1968. Committed to the cause of civil 
rights, he jumped at an offer to teach at the University of Mississippi School of Law. In addition to his classroom 
duties, Pete served on the board of directors of Northern Mississippi Rural Legal Services. “It was half Peace Corps 
work, half law teaching/' lie recalls. “I liked teaching so much,” he explains, “tliat I stayed with it.” This decision 
eventually brought him to Georgetown in 1971. 

Pete’s current scholarly project, on the meaning of the “impartial” criminal jury, focuses on the 
inherent contradiction between permitting jurors to bring their personal experience to hear upon decision making, 
and aspiring for verdicts that arc free from the taint of prejudice, lie has l>een closely examining four areas that 
highlight the tension between these two goals: the process of jury selection, the rules 
of evidence that govern what a jury sees and hears, the instructions that jurors 
receive from the trial judge, and aspects of a ease that the Jury gets to decide. 

In his popular law and psychiatry course, Pete concentrates 
on civil commitment. “1 try to show students how the law actually works 
so that they can have an accurate appreciation of how much difference any 
modification hr the law will actually make,' 1 lie observes. “It’s amazing 
bow bureaucratic attitudes, budgets, and popular perceptions actually 
bring about more significant alterations than changes in the wording of 
statutes.” To help illustrate the point, Pete hits bis students visit St. 
bliifabeth’s Hospital, where they observe patient interviews with psychiatrists 
and talk to members of the staff. 

On one of these visits, the class found itself inadvertently 
locked in an empty ward. According to Pete, “Some of the students 
got a little anxious.” The experience may well have conveyed more 
about commitment than any readings on the subject would have 
conveyed, but Pete has not made it 11 permanent part of his 
repertoire, despite his down-to-earth approach to teaching. 


By Josepk Page 
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Silas Wasserstrom 


DEGREES 

A.B, 1964 
Amherst 
LL.B. 11)67 
Yale 


iXPER^NCE AMD AFFILIATIONS 


FOR SOMEONE DESTINED FOR LIFE IN THE ACADEMY, SILAS WASSERSTROM IS AN IRREVERENT ACADEMIC. ALTHOUGH 
ho is tho author of ini porta 11 t articles on criminal procedure and constitutional theory, Professor Wasserstrom 
has come to believe that most legal scholarship is“a lot of sound and fury signifying nothing,” 1 le prefers to spend 
his time teaching. “J am an academic in the sense that I like to think about things and get my students to think 
about things,” he say 7 ®. 

Professor Wasserstromk irreverence animates his teaching, lie regards himself as an “agnostic,” with 
no “real point of view.” lie is wary of preconceptions and skeptical of doctrinaire thinking from both the right 
and the left. Ilis strength as a teacher lies in his ability to challenge students—to get them to think critically 
about their most cherished beliefs, l ie wants students to realize that there are no easy answers to questions that 
truly matter. 


Law Genie Judge J. Skelly Wn'ght, 
D.c. Circuit 

Law Clerk, Justice Potter Stewart. 

U.S. Supreme Court 

Trial Lawyer and Chief, Appellate 
Section, D.C. Public Defender Service 
Commissioner, D.C. Law 
Review Cummissian 


Constitutional Law, Criminal Justice, 
Criminal Law, Property 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

A Criminal law Anthology (1996} 

The Fourth Amendment as 
Constitutional Theory, 

77 Geo. L.J. 19 (iy3S) 

The Empire's New Clothes, 

75 Geo- LJ. 199 (i 9 $£l 
The Incredible Shrinking Fourth 
Amendment, 21 Am. Crlm. L. Rev, 
as? hS>84> 

The Goad Faith Exception to tho 
Exclusionary Rule, 70 Geo L.J. 

365 (l 9 «l) 


Professor Wasserstrom’s legal career was something of an accident, lie majored in philosophy at 
Amherst and intended to go to graduate school. However, when he married during college, he felt he ''needed 
to do something responsible. n On advice from his brother, lie went to Yale Law School and discovered a passion for 
law and legal argument. 

After law school. Professor Wasserstrom clerked for Judge J. Skelly Wright of the Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia and Supreme Court Justice Potter Stewart. 1 le worked for the antitrust division of the 
Justice Department and a Senate committee focusing on civil rights before joining a law firm specializing in tax. 

Professor Wasserstrom was feeling bored and unchallenged by private practice when he ran into a 
friend who was working at the Public Defender Service for the District of Columbia. The friend was so enthusiastic 
that Professor Wasserstrom called PDK, managed to arrange an interview, and was hired in a matter of days. He had 
found the work that would consume him for the next decade. 

The 1970 k were heady times to be a public defender The Warren Court’s legacy 
was still in force, the country was undergoing massive social change, and representing 
the indigent accused was regarded as “fighting the good fight,” Professor 
Wasserstrom Looks back on those years with affection, “In those days, PDK was 
a very exciting place, 1 ' lie says. ’'The work was interesting, there was a lot of 
variety, and I got to work with some of the best people I know.” Professor 
Wasserstrom moved up through the ranks very quickly and became head of appeals, 
arguing three eases before the Supreme Court- 

The most memorable ease Professor Wasserstrom argued was Jones 
United States , which addressed the constitutionality of automatic commitments upon 
a finding of not guilty by reason of insanity. The defendant, who had a history of 
schizophrenia, had been charged with shoplifting, acquitted by reason of insanity, and 
immediately sent to the state mental hospital. There had never been a determination of the 
defendant’s current mental illness and dangerousness, prerequisites to an involuntary civil 
commitment- Unfortunately, this case was argued six months after John llinkley was 
prosecuted for shooting President Reagan and had successfully raised an insanity 
defense. Although Professor Wasserstrom lost the ease .>4, his client—who is still 
Vt k at the state hospital even though lie long ago completed the maximum sentence 

for shoplifting—still calls him several times a week. 

Professor Wasserstrom enjoys sports, especially golf. He 
spends his free time either on the golf course or with family and friends. He 
is married to a lawyer and has five children and four grandchildren. 




By Abbe Smith 
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Peter Weidenbruch, Jr. 


DEGREES 

PETER P WEIDENBRUCH HAS BEEN DAZZLING STUDENTS OF FEDERAL TAXATION SINCE HE JOINED THE FACULTY EX 1965. 
Although it is well known that the complexities ot’ the tax world do not necessarily appeal to all students, Peter 
regularly carries one of the largest teaching loads on the faculty and usually has more students signed up for his 
courses than any other member of the faculty. As one student put it: “Everyone feels like they have to take tax 

BJL 1951 

Northwests rr 

at Georgetown. It's like eating your vegetables. Taxes are the vegetables of the law school--. Weidenbruch does 
a gt>od job of serving them up, spicing them up.” Many students who may have assumed that the study of 

J.O, 1956^ LL-IYI. 1 , 957 , LL.D, (Bon,J 19G6 
Georgetown 

taxation was a kind of obligation were induced by the Weidenbruch classroom to pursue career paths in the field. 
U.S, Tax Court Judge Laurence Whalen, for example, has written that “Professor Peter Weidenbruch was an 
inspiration to nie and to a lot of people.” 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Not only is Peter one of the senior members of the faculty, he is among its most active. Since 1975 

Faculty Advisor, The Tax Lawyer, 
Georgetown University Law Center 

he has held the Ralph H. Ewan Chair of Taxation. He was instrumental in persuading the Tax Section of the 
American Ear Association to select Georgetown law students to produce its esteemed journal. The Thx Lctwyvr f 

Special Trial Attorney. Assistant 
Commissioner (Technical), end Acting 

Commissioner, Internal Revenue Service 

and he served as the chair of the Law Center’s Committee on Professional Responsibility for more than a decade. 

Peter lias practiced tax law with a top law firm and a major corporation. He lias written and spoken on 
tax matters in many different forums in almost every part of the country and has presented papers at most of the nation’s 

Tax Counsel Mobil Oil Corporation 

Fellow, American Bar Foundation 

major tax institutes and conferences. They include the annual NYU Tax Institute, the Southern Federal Tax Conference, 
the Tuiane Tax Institute, the William and Mary Tax Conference, and several AL1-ABA tax programs, all directed 
toward the continuing legal education of tax attorneys and accountants. Additionally Peter has held a number of positions 

c 0 U R 5 E 5 

in the Tax Section of the ABA and served as an assistan t commissioner of the Internal Revenue Service In the 1970s. 

Taxation, Trusts and Estates 

Several generations of Georgetown alumni, particularly those engaged in tax law, stay in regular contact with him— 
which is appropriate because Peter earned two law degrees (ineluding a masters in taxation) from the Law Center 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

and has served as an ex-officio member of the Law Centers National Law Alumni Board, 

Federal 1 income Taxation and 

Stockholders fn @ Nutshell, 

co-author 

Among Peters many Other passions, in addition to teaching, arc baseball, tennis, and golf. He is 
a regular at Camden Yards and served as a member of the board of directors of the Baltimore 
Orioles for ] 0 yea rs. It is well known, however, that Peter’s greatest passions are his family 
^ and his friends, lie and Barbara, a Trinity College graduate and former elementary 

\ school teacher, have been married for 45 years. Photos of their children (two of 

^ whom have gradua ted from the Law Center) and the enlarging tribe of Weidenbruch 

\ £ ranc JchLldren are prominently displayed in Peters office, 

[ Peter has won many awards that together reflect the warmth and 

■HV s v respect that be has engendered within the Law Center community, He 

i received ail honorary doctorate from George town in 1986, Several years ago 

’ . he was sclccted as t he Faculty Mem her of t he Yea r by t he staff of the Law 

Center. In the spring of 1999, his colleagues awarded him the 
. 1 ITS III-. Meg; tl A W; 1 IL l; 1 s 1 lu* ( hits [: i ] K ling'll vied 1 f . A rile Ye: 1 r 1H H 


perhaps the greatest tributes to his intellect and 
pedagogical skills occur twice annually at 
registration time when more students seek his 
I class than there are seats in his classroom. 


By Char Us Gustafson 







Edith Brown Weiss 


DEGR E.E.S 

A.B. H9$3 
Stanford 
ID. 1966 
Harvard 
Ph.D. 1973 

University of California Berkeley 

LL.D. (Hon.J 1993 
Chicajo-Kent College of Law 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Associate General Counsel, 
International Law, U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency 

President, American Society 
of International Law 
Visiting Scholar, Max Planck 
Institute of Comparative and Public 
International Law, Heidelberg 

'Board of Directors, Institute for Global 
Environ menial Strategies, [a pin 
Special Legal Advisor, 
hlorlh American Commission 
on Environmental Cooperation 


COURSES 

Public International Law, International 
Environmental Law, Environment and 
Trade, Water Resources Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Reconciling Enodronment end Trade, 
with [ohsi Jackson riooi) 

The Rise of the Fall of International 
Law? 69 Feud ham L. Rev, 345 (iOdO) 
fa fairness fa Future Generations (1989) 
(Japanese, 1991; French, 1993; Spanish, 
1999; Chinese, aooO 
faternationoi Environmental LOW 
and Policy, with Steven McCaffrey, 
Daniel Magraw, Paul Szasz, 
and Robert LuU (1998) 

Engaging Countries? Strengthening 
Compliance With International 
Environmental Accords, with Harold 
Jacobson (1996) 


ASK SCHOLARS AROUND THE WORLD TODAY WHO HAS CONTRIBUTED MOST TO THE FIELD OF INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
law, and Professor Edith Brown Weiss would he at the top of virtually everyone’s list. For more than two decades, 
Professor Brown Weiss has combined a focus on protecting the environment with an exceptional ability to draw 
upon different disciplines and bridge diverse scholarly communities. A path-blazing scholar, she has translated her 
ideas into practice as a U..S. government official and participant in United Nations legal programs. In recognition 
of her outstanding contributions—as scholar, teacher, colleague, public servant, and world citizen—Edie Brown 
Weiss was named the Francis Cabell Brown Professor of International Law in May 19%. 

Professor Brown Weiss’s concern for the global environment and her interest in interdisciplinary 
scholarship have deep roots. She grew up in Oregon, where she learned to love the beauty of the great outdoors. 
She holds a J.D. from Stanford University, an LL-B. from Harvard Law School., and a Ph.D. in political science from 
the University of California at Berkeley. She was on Princeton University’s faculty before coming to Georgetown. 

After EdiC Brown Weiss joined the faculty of Georgetown University Law Center in 1978, she developed 
and launched the concept of “intergenerational equity’ 1 as a principle of international law in the environmental field 
and more generally. Her book, In Fairness to Future Generations: International Law, Common Patrimony, and 
Intergcneradonai Equity, set forth an argument for this concept. In part because of this book, she won, in 1990, 
the Certificate of Merit Award from the American Society of International Law for making the most significant 
contribution to International law. Though novel at the time, her idea has now been expressly incorporated in 
various international environmental agreements and United Nations declarations, used in national court cases in 
other countries, anti cited by the International Court of Justice, 

Professor Brown Weiss’s scholarly contributions extend into international law. Among the most notable arc her writings 
on the International Court of Justice, including her empirical analysis of the Court’s practice. Recently, she was the 
co-leader of an International team of scholars conducting interdisciplinary research on strengthening national 
compliance with international agreements. This work led to another path-breaking book. Engaging Countries: 
Strengthening Compliance •with International Environmental Accords. Professor Brown Weiss condones to work 
at the cutting edge of international law with her research on changes in the International legal system. She also has 
held many very Important positions. From 1994-96, she served as president of the American Society of International 
Law, In 1990, she was associate general counsel at the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency 
and set up a new division for international and comparative environment law. 

In recognition of her vital contribution to international law, Professor 
Brown Weiss has received numerous honors and awards, including the prestigious 
Elizabeth Haub prize in Belgium in 1995, for contributions to international 
environmental law. That same year, she was one of 24 scholars internationally 
chosen to address the U,M. Congress on public international law, held at the 
United Nations General Assembly as part of the U.N. Decade of International Law. 

She is a member of the editorial boards for 10 scholarly journals and/or hook 
publishers, including the American Journal of International Law. A committed 
public servant, Professor Brown Weiss lias fostered links among scholars in law, 
social science, and science, serving, for example, on the U.S. National 
Academy of Sciences Commission oil Geosciences, Environment, and 
Natural Resources, the Academy’s highest body. She is a member of the 
American Law Institute and the Council on Foreign Relations. 

i lore at Georgetown, Professor Brown Weiss serves 
as founding faculty advisor to the International 
Environmental Late Review, She is a devoted teacher 
and a wonderful mentor to students and colleagues 
alike. She, her husband, and her two children have 
traveled the world together, sharing interests in 
international affairs, art, and music. 

By Jane Stromselh 












Franz Werro 


DEGREES 
Ph.D, i$B6 

University of Fribourg, SmLierliJ nd 
LL.M. i 

University oF California, Berkeley 
JD- i?79 

University of Fribourg, Switzerland 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Professor Of Lew, University of 
Fribourg, Switzerland 

President of the Federal 
Commission of Experts for 
Professional Medical Secrecy 
Attorney, LaLiver & Eudiri, Genova, 
Switzerland 

Attorney. Farella, Braun & Martel, 
San Francisco 

tnlerim presiding |udge st Hie 
Tribunal civil du district de la Sarins 

COURSES 

Tort Law, Comparative Law, 
European Private Law 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 

Concubinage, marfage et 
ddmarlage, Beme iatmo) 

Mew Perspectives on European 
Private Law, Forum droit europdeo, 
4, editor, Fribourg fiy^S) 

Die SorgiaEtSpflkht als 
HaFtungsgrund, Revue de droit 
suisse 1997., 3C3 If- 
Ueuropeanisation du droit prrve, 
Vers un Code civil europ 4 en? 
Enseignement de 3§me cycle de 
droit, Fribourg (1998} 

Unldfoft Principles of International 
Comoterci'dl Contracts: A Swiss 
Perspective of the Unfdmlt 
Principles, with Eva Maria Beker; 
ed, M.J, Bonell, London (199B) 





ONCE HE DECIDED TO FOREGO THE FAMILY BUSINESS—RESTORING CONCERTS ASTER QUALITY VIOLINS— 
it was probably Inevitable that Franz Werro would become a comparative taw scholar. Bom anti raised in Switzerland 
by ei Swiss father and a French mother, he really had no choice. In a country half the size of North Carolina, five 
languages Eire spoken—German, Swiss German, French, Italian, and Romansoh. And with each language goes a 
strikingly different culture. 

Not content to compare the Swiss cantons. Professor Werro has immersed himself in the legal 
Implications of the historic transition to the European Union, and has spent much of his professional life studying 
and teaching comparative law in the United States. His joint appointment with Georgetown University Law Center 
and the University of Fribourg in Switzerland will permit him to continue his role as translator and coinpara tivist 
across continents and cultures. 

In his forties. Werro has already been a judge, a lawyer, and a professor. lie is an accomplished 
comparative law scholar, lie has already written three books, and edited or contributed to 17 more. With a 
colleague, he recently completed the first French-language commentary on The Swiss Code of Obligations, an 
exhaustive work of over 3,000 pages. lie is ei highly sought-alter expert in major international disputes touching 
on kbviss law. lie has been a visiting professor at six law schools in Europe and the United States, including 
Cornell and Georgetown, lie is on ten boards and commissions, ranging from the Advisory Hoard of the European 
Review of Private Law to Switzerland^ Federal Expert Commission, which reviews matters of medical research. 

One of Worms most exciting current undertakings is a multi-year, joint project with leading law 
scholars throughout Europe known as the Co mm on Core project, or the Trento project, For the Italian town 
where they meet annually. The project was inspired by the question of whether and to what extent Europe should 
unify or harmonize its private laws. It does not so much seek to answer that question, as shed important light on 
it by assessing the |X>ints of commonality and divergence between the various European legal systems, using factual 
hypothetical* and examining how they would lie decided under each of [he European regimes. 

According to Werro, “Until the end of the Ifkh century, Europe had ei common law, before 
the nation-state system arose. So we have a common origin, and that origin means 
that there remain significant intersections. Our project is to attempt to identify 
them. 1 ' Werro will he editing a volume of the project on strict liability. 

In Switzerland, Professor Werro has taught the full Hinge of private law 
courses, including torts, family law, contracts, comparative law, an introduction to die 
common law, and even construction law, At Georgetown, where he visited twice before 
accepting an offer to make the relationship permanent, he teaches comparative law, 
with an emphasis on comparing the civil law and common law systems. Werro has found 
teaching in the United States to be "Invaluable to developing a mianoed understanding of 
the common law system," He argues that the differences between the common 
law and civil law systems are overstated, and that while they look very different 
on the surface, in practice they share a number of deep affinities. Uis 
comparative work i* dedicated to exploring and explicating those affinities, 
much as his work on the Trento project seeks to explore the deep 
affinities between different European civil systems. 

In his free time, Professor Werro, ever the son of a famous 
violin restorer, listens to classical music, especially Baroque music 
played cm ancient instruments, and amasses a library-quality 
collection of compact discs, no doubt so that he can apply his 
infectiously comparativist bent to the countless recordings of 
Bach’s B Minor Mass. 


By David Cole 
























Robin West 


DESK EES 

BA 

University of Maryland 
I*®- W0 

University of Maryland School of Law 

IrS.M, 19&2 

Stanford 

EXPERIENCE A N 0 AFFILIATION 
Visiting' Professor at University 
of Chicago 
Visiting Professor 
at Stanford University 
Professor at University of Maryland 
and Cleveland State University 
Organizer qF Law Culture and 
Humanities Working Group 

COURSES 

Justice, Law and Literature Feminist 
Legal Theory, Torts 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Coring for fustfee, NYU Press (1997) 
FVOjnfiSSive CoruMirttoftrJtfSilJ, 

Duke University Press (iygfj 
Narrative, Authority and Law, 
University of Michigan Press {1993} 


BY ALL ACCOUNTS, ROBIN WEST IS ONE THE MOST INFLUENTIAL AM) WIDELY ADMIRED LEGAL SCHOLARS OP HER TIME, 
the bane facts tell a part of the story. In 18 years, she hits written three widely acclaimed books find more than 70 
law review articles in the fields of jurisprudence, feminist legal theory, law and literature, and constitutional theory. 

Nile has held visiting positions at both the University of Chicago and Stanford Law Schools. She has 
presented papers at over 50 conferences, including law faculty workshops at New York University Law School, 
the University of Chicago School of Law, and Yale Law School, She has given endowed lectures at two universities, 
and was invited to write the prestigious foreword to the Harvard Utt c? /feuieto Supreme Court issue. 

Yet none of these external markers of success really captures what is truly unusual and inspiring 
about Professor West’s career. The simple if remarkable fact is that her work and her life have served as a model 
for a whole generation of students and aspiring academics. 

The reasons for this extraordinary impact arc multifaceted. In part, they relate to the originality of 
her scholarship. It is not simply that Professor West is widely read in numerous disciplines. She has brought her 
knowledge to bear on legal problems in ways that arc wholly unique. For example, only Professor West could have 
imagined that the works of Richard Posner might profitably be compared to the works of Frans; Kafka and that 
important insights into the law and economics movement and, indeed, into the nature of free choice, might lie 
derived from the comparison. 

The reasons also relate to the unusual fusion of abstract rigor with strikingly honest and apt 
personal insights drawn from Professor West’s own experiences. Mediation between the personal and the 
professional—between abstraction and specificity—is one of the central problems addressed by modern feminism. 
Professor West’s scholarship is unusually successful not merely in discussing this mediation, hut in actually 
accomplishing it. 

Most of all. Professor West's influence derives from rile fact that her ideas 
form a coherent part of her life story. Indeed, her career itself encapsulates the successful 
melding of the professional and the personal. Professor West did not attend a fancy 
law school and holds no graduate degrees outside of the field of law r , She did not scree 
in a prestigious clerkship or work as an associate in a high-priced Wall Street firm. 

In an environment where success is increasingly built upon influence and credentials, 
she has made her career without cither. Instead she has gained respect the old 
fashioned way—through persistence, creativity, and the sheer force of her ideas. 

On a personal level, Robin West is quiet, modest, even a shade retiring. 

Yet when Professor West does begin to speak she immediately commands 
attention. Her thoughts are invariably perfectly organized, lucid, 
powerfully expressed, and carefully constructed. There is no one 
who eau get to the heart of the matter—no one who can express 
what is really at stake—more directly and forcefully. 

In short. Professor West's very career embodies 
the ideals of empathy, creativity, and anti-subordination s 

that are the subject matter of her work. Her work and her k *. 
life demonstrate how powerful those ideals can be. 

By Louis Michael Setdman / 
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Wendy Williams 


DEGREES 

BA 1966, JJD, 1£?0 
University or California, Berkeley 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Law Clerk. Justine Raymond Peters. 
California Supreme Court 

Reginald Heber Smith Fellow 
Equal Rights Advocates, San Francisco 
Co loun de r and Attorney 
Board of Directors. Georgetown 
Women's Law and Public Policy 
fellowship Program 

COURSES 

Equal Employment Opportunity Law, 
Gender and Law, Gender in American 
Legal History Seminar, Legal Justice 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Court Architect of Gender Equality; 
Setting a firm foundation for the 
Equal Statute of Men and Women, 
with. Ruth Bader Glnsburg, in Reason 
dfltf Passion: Justice Qrennon's 
Enduring influence, E. Rosenfcranz 
& B, Schwartz, eds, (1997) 

Sex Discrimination and the tow; 
History* Practice, and Theory, 
with Barbara Babcock (1996) 

De L'exdusion a I'integratlom 
legislation protecLrice et affirmative 
action, in Difference Des Sexes et 
Protection Social, Leora AusLander et 
Michelle Zancarini-Eournel, eds, (1996) 


WHEN SHE WAS A LITTLE GIRL, HER MOTHER PUT NOTES UNDER HER PILLOW TELLING HER THAT WOMEN COULD BE 
anything they desired. She was the eldest of seven children in a rural mountain community in northern California 
and, during those days, young girls were not supposed to grow up to have intellectual lives, filled with commitment, 
Influence, and manifest contributions to society. Rut that is exactly how Wendy Webster Williams did grow up, and 
she has become one of the nations greatest thinkers, teachers, and advocates on the equality of women and the 
role of the family. 

As a young law student at the University of California at Berkeley in the early 1960s, she never forgot 
her mothers message. This was a time of deep social unrest, a time of the civil rigliLs movement, protest against 
the Viet Nam War, and student deaths at Kent State University; and Professor Williams recalls that she was always 
at student protests and that is probably when she developed her ideals for soeial change. 

When she entered law school (at Berkeley's ik>alt Hall) only about one-tenth of her elass were women. 
Ileniia Kay, then a young law professor and now Boalt flails dean, became Wendy’s mentor, Kay called women 
students together to discuss their status. '“Changes need to lie made,” Kay said. "Barriers need to lie dismantled.” 
Wendy helped form the Boalc [kill Women’s Association and sought interviews for positions with law firms known 
for refusing to hire women. Professor Williams recalls one such interview, during which a partner was so furious 
he shook his fisc at her. After that experience, she brought an EEOC claim of discrimination. The case was settled, 
and the law firm agreed to hire women. 

Professor Williams went on to clerk for Justice Peters on the California Supreme Court. There, she 
heard that the Justices were planning not to hear what she regarded as an important case involving a state statute 
tli at prohibited the hiring of women as bartenders. She wrote a memorandum for her judge that ultimately convinced 
the Court to hear the case. In the opinion that resulted, die California Supreme Court became the first court to 
hold that sex, like race, was a suspect classification. A few months litter, in Heed f. Reed, 404 U.S. 71 (1971), the 
U.S. Supreme Court for the first time invalidated a gender classification. 

When Professor Williams finished her clerkship tor Justice Peters, she became a Reginald Heber Smith Poverty Law 
Fellow, This program was part of Lyndon Johnson's plan to train an elite eorp of attorneys to work oil behalf of the 
nation’s poor by pursuing law reform litigation. After her fellowship, she eo-founded and practiced law with Equal 
Rights Advocates, a public interest law firm dedicated to women's rights and gender equality. ERA recently celebrated 
its 25th anniversary. During her years in law practice. Professor Williams became very Interested 
in gender discrimination based on pregnancy. As a professor at Georgetown University Law 
Center, she helped draft both the Pregnancy Discrimination Act, which defined sex 
discrimination, under Tide VII of the Civil Rights jVet to include pregnancy, and the Family 
and Medical Leave Act. 

Over the years, Professor Williams’ scholarship has reflected her deep 
interest in issues of gender equality, especially those involving pregnancy and parenthood 
of employed parents. She is a co-author of a casebook, Sex Discrimination and the Loan 
History, Practice and Theory (1996). In recent years, teaching responsibilities have 
included equal employment opportunity law, family law II (parent, child, and state) 
gender in American legal history and a first-year seminar on legal justice. She has also 
taught in the Law Center's Domestic Violence Clinic, supervising students 
representing domestic violence victims in D.C. Superior Court. 

My experience with Professor Williams I >odi reflects her rerun rkabl 
career and also reveals another very Important side to her life. Koine 20 years 
ago, we were members of the ACLU Committee on Surrogate Motherhood, 
and 1 recall vividly her intellect and compassion in writing the ACLU policy. 

Then on the first day I came to teach at Georgetown, I saw her as she 
relumed from the Rose Garden where, as his first official act as President, 

Clinton signed the Family anti Medical Leave Act that Professor 
Williams helped to draft. Rut with all of these Stunning 
accomplishments, there is another important part of Professor 
Williams’ life—her family. It is now Professor Williams who 
whispers In the ears of her children, Luke and Ethan, 
encou ragin g them to be anything they can be. 
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Frances DeLaurentis 


DEGREES 
BA 1^82 
Noire Dame 

UX 19«5 
CsthoUe 

EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Instructor, Lawyering Skills Program, 
Calholic University 

Shar^holder/Meinber of Vomer, Liipfert, 
Bernhard, McPherson 8. Hand 
Co‘Chair of Varner, Liipiert’s Summer 
Associate Program 


COURSES 

Lesal Rtstarch and Writing 



PROFESSOR DELAURENTIS’S STUDENTS SAY THAT SHE IS A TOUGH, PAIR, AND CONSISTENT PROFESSOR. ONE STUDENT 
compared her to college basketball coach Bobby Knight (intended as a complimentary comparison, for those readers 
who might not be Iloosier fans), who has been described as “his own man, one who represents high principles, 
expectations, and demands, for his players, his coaching staff, and, most of all, himself ." Professor DeLaurentis 
sets similarly high expectations for her students, her law fellows, and herself In connection with her first-year 
legal research and writing class at the Law Center. She demonstrates a genuine compassion for her students and 
is truly interested in what they have to say, both in class and in their written projects. 

Before joining the world of academia in 1996, Professor DeLaurentis spent 10 years with the 
Washington, D.C., firm of Vomer, Liipfert, Bernhard, McPherson & Hand, representing clients in a variety of 
commercial litigation matters. Recognised by her colleagues tor her strong research and writing abilities as well 
as for her diligence and thoroughness, DeLaurentis gained a breadth of experience in all aspects of litigation and 
corporate investigations. She served on Vemer, Liiptcrt's hiring committee and acted as co-chair of the firm’s 
summer associate program, setting up training and mentoring programs for junior associates. She also was 
appointed as the firm’s sexual harassment ombudsman* running a collaborative educational program designed to 
raise awareness of and prevent sexual harassment in the workplace. 

When she was named a partner at Vemer, Liipfert in 1994, the news of her accomplishment was 
met with tears from her eldest daughter. Apparently, the partner with whom Professor DeLaurentis had worked 
for several years was a balding gentleman, and DeLaurentls’s daughter was convinced that DeLaurentis would lose 
all of her hair once she too became a partner. (Happily, her daughter's fears were unwarranted.) 

After two years as a partner at the firm. Professor DeLaurentis decided to pursue her interest in 
teaching, which had developed over her years of working with junior attorneys in practice. Teaching legal research 
and writing appealed to her desire to combine her interest in the law with the challenge of introducing first-year 
law students to the field of legal discourse. Professor DeLaurentis joined the facility of the lawyering skills program 
at the Catholic University School of Law in 1996, and became an associate professor of legal research and writing 
at Georgetown in July of 1999. 

Professor DeLaurentis has expressed great excitement about the 
opportunities and challenges presented hv the legal research and writing 
program, stating, "It's such a pleasure to lie working with Georgetown's 
talented students and outstanding faculty." She is also looking forward 
to pursuing her interest in scholarly writing as a member of the Law 
Center faculty. 

Professor De Lauren tis’s goal for both herself and her 
students is to continually seek improvement as professionals and as 
individuals, She strives to instill in tier students the concept that being a 
good lawyer means more than simply demonstrating competence in one's 
ability to research, analyze, and write about the law; one must also aot ethically 
and civilly both within the profession and in one’s personal life. : Tf you’re going 
to do something,” she says, Ll do it right.” Sounds like something Bobby Knight 
might say, doesn’t it? 


By Jill Rums field 
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Diana Donahoe 


PROFESSOR DONAHOE HAD AN EARLY INTRODUCTION TO THE LAW, HER FATHER HAS BEEN A STATE COURT JUDGE IN NEW 
York since she was in high school and, prior to that, served as a district attorney. Her father's work as a prosecutor 
sparked Professor Dona line’s interest in, criminal law; however, she was drawn to defense work. She asserts that 
deGREES criminal defense work, more than any other discipline, forces lawyers to confront real world realities and 

E - A 19 S 6 differences. She especially liked the idea of helping people who often grew up under very different circumstances 

WWten * than she did. 


J.D. 199a, LLM. 199s 
Georgetown 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Law Clerk, Judge George M. 

Revtrtomb, U.5. District Court tor 
(lie District of Columbia 
Prettyman Fellow, Georgetown Criminal 
Justice Clinic 

Professor, Legal Research and Writing, 
Georgetown University Lew Center 


COURSES 

Legal Research and Writing, Advanced 
Legal Writing In Practice, American 
Legal Discourse 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
Researching Beyond the Books, 

6 Spectrum 1 ESepL. 2001) 
TeachingLaw.com, 5 Va. J.L. & Tech, 
i? laoqo) 

Anatyiing the Welter's Analysis; Will it 
Be Clear to Ihe Reader, N.Y, St, B A. 
Vo. 72, No,a (March-Aprtl 39cm] 

"Could Have. Would Have,'’ What the 
Supreme Court Should Have Done In 
Whtert v. United Slates, 34 Am. Crlm. 
L. Rew 1193 (* 997 ) 

Fair Prosecution Challenges in 
Maryland; An Analysis and Proposal, 
25 U. Ball L. Rev. 127 (1996} 


She attended law school at Georgetown where she graduated cum. kiude. After law school 

she assumed she would become a public defender. But a stint working as a Prettyman Follow for the (MminaE .lustlee 
Clinic made her realise that she loved teaching more than court experience. When an opening on the Georgetown 
Legal Research and Writing faculty came to her attention, she eagerly applied. 

Professor Donahoe has found working with students extremely satisfying. She especially appreciates 
the ability to emphasize her specialty in criminal law while teaching students the intricacies of legal research and 
writing, I [cr appellate brief writing exercise always focuses on a criminal ease. And she attempts to bring the realities 
of criminal law to her classroom. She frequently presents her students with live “clients 1 ’—student actors she has 
recruited—whom her students can interview in preparation for a writing project. She also attempts to give her 
students as much exposure as she can to the kind of work they will l>e called upon to do in legal practice, often 
providing them with samples of professional legal writing. 

Apparently these techniques are paying off. Professor Donahoe 
consistently receives very high praise from her students. A colleague describes 
her as “so organized and aware of what students want—they simply love her.” 
Her work as a consultant to D C, area law firms is a testament to her reputation 
as an excellent legal writing teacher. She is often called upon by local law firms 
to teach young associates how to improve their writing skills. 

Professor Donahoe has brought her interest in criminal defense 
to bear in her legal scholarship. In a 1997 article for the American Criminal Ixtw 
Review — L,L Could Have, Would Have/ What the Supreme Court Should Have 
Done in Miren v. United States ”■—she argued for an alternative test for evaluating 
pretextual stops of criminal suspects and recommended that most 
"pretext” crimes that are infrequently enforced he eliminated 
from criminal statutes. 

Professor Donahoe lias also researched the 
role of technology in legal research and writing pedagogy. 
In recent articles, she examines the legal research 
resources available oil the internet and assesses the 
impact they should have on pedagogy, She 
concludes that technology*based search tools and 
resources should have more Impact in all legal 
pedagogy, not just legal research and writing. 

Professor Donahoe clearly enjoys 
teaching and writing at Georgetown and is quite 
successful at it. Her two young children 
compete for her time, as does a keen interest 
in hiking and rugby. During her days playing 
rugby at Williams College, she was the 
"hooker"—the typically small person who is 
hoisted by other players in n "scrum down” to 
hook the bat! for her team. At Georgetown, she is 
an integral member of our team. 

By Sfiery U Cashtn 
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Craig Hoffman 



degrees 

B.A. 1977 

CoUese of William & Mary 
MA, Ph.D, 1980 
University of Connecticut 

w. 1935 

University of Texas Law School 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 
Sloan Foundation Postdoctoral 
Fellowship in Cognitive Science, 
University of Texas 
Graduate Fellowship, University of 
Texas Graduate School of Business 
Associate, Gallagher & Blitz, 
Washington, D,C- 

Adjunct Instructor, American University 
Washington Collage of Law 
Associate Professor of Legal Writing, 
Georgetown University Law Center 


COURSES 

Legal Writing, Advanced legal 
Writing, American Legal Discourse 


CRAIG HOFFMAN, WITH A DOCTORATE IN LINGUISTICS AND POSTDOCTORAL WORK AT TEXAS, FOLLOWED BY A FELLOWSHIP 
at Texas’s Graduate School of Business and then law school, was launched into legal writing by his outside work while 
a law student at Texas. Like the Georgetown students who benefit from opportunities to work with federal agencies, 
Craig was able to work for two years with the Texas attorney general’s office. There,, under four lawyers responsible 
for writing the opinions of the attorney general, Craig learned rafts of Texas law but more, “that’s where I learned to 
write,” Whether or not he was helped by his doctorate on “Prepositional Phrases in English,” the challenge of that 
job, the example of what his “bosses’” were turning out, and the remarkable teacher-student ratio of 4:1, made him 
a writer and a person dedicated to teaching others to be the best lawyers they nan l>e, by being the best legal writers 
they can be. He’s been at Georgetown since 1994, after practice here and in Austin. In addition to his Texas law 
degree, he holds a Pb.D. from Connecticut and an A.B. from the College of William & Mary. 

Of course, Hoffman hopes that his students, bv writing better and appreciating better writing, will not 
stop with law. The natural assumption about a person involved with writing is that literature is their passion. 

Craig, for all he does in literature, is passionate about Asian art, Because he was so conscious of what 
he calls the "Western knowledge gap,” he started into Asian art at our Sadder and Freer Galleries; he now chairs 
their membership co mmi ttee. That interest has led to travel in Thailand, Carnbodia, India, and Iran, Craig’s steadily 
growing knowledge of the diversity of Asian art has led to deeper understanding and best of all, to fuller appreciation 
of the beauty of the art and of the cultures that produced it. 

That appreciation of diversity in art coincides with his appreciation 
of the diversity among Georgetown students. ’While lie always applauded diversity, 
he has been surprised at how much he finds it adds to his ow r n and his students’ 
growth. lie has been struck by how well people of all types work together here, 
and how often he secs ways in which our students enjoy an intangible, 
indispensable strength that will serve them wherever they go next- 


By Roy Scho timid 


Book Review: The Language offudges, 
2 Legal Writing: The J. Legal Writing 
Inst. 313 (199^ 


When Worldviews Collide: Linguistic 
Theory Meets Leijal Semantics In 
United States v. X-CItemcnt Video, Iik., 
73 wash, ij.l.cl 1215 (1995) 


Phrase Structure, Subcal eg a riza lion, 
gnd Transformations within the 
English Vert Phrase, Pb.D. 
dissertation. University 
Microfilms (1937) 
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Kristen Robbins 


DEGREES 
BA 1982 
Wellesley 

J.D. 19fl7 
Georgetown 


EXPERIENCE AND A F FI L I AT ION 5 
Commercial Litigator, 

Kirkland & Ellis 
Member of Maryland, 

D.C., United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia, 
and Supreme Court bars 

COURSES 

Legal Research 

and WiWng in IL program. 

United Slates Legal Discourse 

REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
The Inside Scoop: What Federal 
Judges Really Think About the Way 
Lawyers Write, fl J. leg. Writing InSL 
[forthcoming 200a) 


LURED FROM THE COURTROOM TO THE CLASSROOM BY THE EXCITEMENT OF THE ACADEMIC ENVIRONMENT AND THE THRILL 



of being with students,, Professor Kristen Robbins hits earned a reputation as a demanding, but fair, teacher. Khe 
challenges her students to master the fundamental disciplines of legal research, writing, and analysis. A litigator in 
practice, Robbins approaches each class as she did each case: with methodical preparation, meticulous organization, 
and courtroom demeanor. In fact, she describes her teaching style as that of a litigator in a classroom. She is formal, 
attentive, ant! responsive; she demonstrates a mastery of her subject and an ability to impart her knowledge to others. 
She is a good listener and students appreciate how well she responds to their questions. Students quickly realize 
that the intense classroom professor is very approachable and engaging outside of the classroom. 

Prior to joining the faculty at the Law Center in 1994, Robbins w r as a litigator at Kirkland & Ellis in 
Washington, P.C., for seven years. Her practice encompassed diverse areas of commercial litigation, including 
product liability and cop)'right infringement. While practicing, she was an adjunct professor of legal research and 
writing at (leorge Washington University National Lew Center. It was her experience as an adjunct that led her 
to pursue teaching as a career. 

Robbins describes her classroom as very practically oriented. Yet, she values the theoretical 
underpinnings of Jugal writing and analysis. Her interest in lioth the theoretical basis and practical usage of legal 
argument is demonstrated by her ongoing scholarship. Professor Robbins recently published an article that 
addresses tire question of audience in the legal discourse community. Using a questionnaire sent to the federal 
judiciary asking]udges to evaluate different aspects of persuasive writing, Professor Robbins provides students and 
scholars with a deeper understanding of how one critical audience views legal writing, which in turn provides 
practical, empirical data to support the methods employed in teaching legal writing. 

In another article, Robbins evaluates recurring problems in student writing in classical rhetorical 
terms. She attributes much of the poor quality of legal writing to Ineffective reasoning and analysis. Too often 
students make arguments without an understanding of the elements of argument. She believes that an understanding 
of the elements of classical rheturie will enable students to reason more effectively 
and draft more persuasive documents. Through her scholarship. Professor Robbins 
hopes to demonstrate that one can improve one’s legal writing and analysis 
through an appreciation of the practical needs of audience and an 
understanding of the theoretical basis for argument. Professor Robbins 
expects to publish the second article in 2003. 

When not ehallenging her students. Professor Robbins is 
challenging herself. Now a second-degree brown belt in Tae Kwon Do. 

Professor Robbins is aiming for her black belt. When not cracking the 
books. Professor Robbins is cracking wood with her bare feet. While 
students need not fear her elassroom demeanor, her lethal kicks are 
another matter. 


By Frances DeLaurentis 
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Julie Ross 


FROM HOLLYWOOD TO GEORGETOWN* JULIE ROSS HAS STARRED IK NUMEROUS ROLES THROUGHOUT TEIE COUNTRY. 



To each role, she has brought a keen intellect, a dynamic personality, and a caring heart, As a professor of legal 
research and writing, and in introducing her Itnterta in incut Law Seminar students It) the business and legal issues 
in the entertainment industry, she challenges her students to strive for the highest quality work anti professionalism— 
goals that Professor Ross attained in her legal practice and which continue to guide her In academia. 

Before entering the world of academia in 1998, Professor Ross spent nine years as a member of the 
Los Angeles law firm of Gipson, Hoffman & Paneione, representing high-profile clients from within die entertainment 
Industry. Her first court appearance, a more two months after joining the firm, was representing Chevy Chase. She 
went on to represent other stars such as Fran It Sinatra and Nancy Sinatra, media entities such as The Las Vegas 
Suit and UPN, and film companies includi ng the producers of “Natural Rom Killers 1 ' and the distributor of "The 
Blair Witch Project.” Experienced in all aspects of litigation. Professor Ross flourished in the role of appellate litigator. 
She wrote a successful petition for Certiorari and brief on the merits before the United States Supreme Court in 
a copyright dispute between her client, the lead singer tor Creedenoe Clearwater Revival, and his former record 
company, She beetime a partner in 1995 and. in recognition of her strong leadership ability, was elected to serve 
on the firm’s management committee, where she helped direet the future growth and development of the firm. 

/Vs a Los Angeles litigator in the 1990 b, it seems only fitting that Professor Ross had a role, alheit 
small, in the O.J. Simpson trial. She made a court appearance during the trial and lias a protective order signet! 
by Judge Ito, Johnny Cochran, and Julie Ross. 

A 1996 move back to the East Coast east Professor Ross in a novel and innovative 
role: a coast-to-coast telecommuting lawyer. From Maryland, Julie continued to craft 
persuasive arguments, draft appellate briefs, and counsel clients on the West Coast. 
What began its a transition developed into a successful of counsel relationship. 

Professor Ross continues to straddle the worlds of private practice 
and academia as of-counsel to Gipson, Hoffman & Paneione. It is easy to see 
why her classes are a delicate mix of theoretical basis and practical application. 
Professor Ross l>e3ieves it is important that her students understand the 
theory- behind what they are learning and the future application of such 
material in their professional lives. A collaborative, approachable 
teacher, Professor Ross wants her students to leave her class with an 
understanding of the conventions of legal research and writing, the 
confidence to tackle independently any legal problem, and a 
respect for other members of the legal profession. 

As a litigator in i.os /Angeles and a law clerk 
to the Honorable II. Lee SarokJn, United States District 
Judge, Newark, New Jersey, Professor Ross had the 
opportunity to see a wide range of competence and 
professionalism among attorneys. As a teacher, she 
values her role in educating and inspiring a future 
generation of lawyers to be more competent, 
professional, and civil to one another. The lines of 
students outside her door and the enthusiastic 
reception Professor Ross receives from her returning 
students are telltale signs that students value her role, 
her competence, her professionalism, and her civility 7 . 


DEGREES 
BA 1964 
Hamilton 

J.D. 1 90S 
Harvard 


EXPERIENCE AND AFFILIATIONS 

Uw CEerfc, to (he Hon. H. tee Sarokln, 
United States District ludge far the 
District of New Jersey 
Trial And Appellate Litigator, Gipson 
Hoffman & Pan anno, Las Angeles 


COURSES 

Legal Research and Writing, Legal 
Practice, Law fellow Seminar, 
Entertainment Law Semina/ 


REPRESENTATIVE PUBLICATIONS 
It's a Crude. Crude World: 

The Buchwald Case (3990) 

Semantic Relation Comprehension: 
Behavioral and Etectnophyslological 
Studies, Portuguese J. 
of Psychol. (1954) 


By Frances DeLa mentis 






Georgetown University Law Center and environs. 



Tin; Law Center is located near Union Station and Capitol Mill at 
900 New Jersey Avenue, NW. 

* By Metro: 

The Law Center is easily accessible by Metro, the subway system of the 
Washington area. Take the Red Line to Union Station and exit onto 
Massachusetts Avenue, Turn right on Massachusetts Avenue and walk two 
blocks to the comer of kLiss;iuhusetLs Avenue and New Jersey Avenue. 
Turn left on New Jersey Avenue, The Law Center will lx: on your right. 
To reach the Gcwirz Student Center, make your tirst right onto F Street. 
You may also lake the Metro to Judiciary Square and walk two blocks on 
K Street to 2nd Street. 

* By Car; 

From northern and eastern Maryland: take the Beltway (1-495/95) to the 
Baltimore Washington Parkway. Exit south onto the Parkway towards 
Washington. The Parkway will split at Kt. 295. Follow the signs that say 
Downtown, not Rt. 295 (you will l>car right). The Parkway will end on New 
York Avenue . Take New York Avenue for approximately 
2 miles. Turn left onto North Capital Street. Follow North Capital for 
approximately 4 blocks anti turn right on I i Street, NW. At your first stop 
light, turn lelt onto New Jersey Avenue . The Law Center will lx; on the 
block ahead on your right. 


* From Montgomery County and all points west: take the Beltway 
(1-495) to the George Washington Memorial Parkway towards Washington. 
DC. Follow the Parkway lor approximately 9 miles. Exit onto 1095 North 
and follow the directions l>ulow. 

* Fnun Virginia: take [-395 (Shirley IIig)iway) north towards Washington, 
Cross over the 14th Street Bridge. Bear right at the end of the bridge ami 
continue on 395. Take the exit for I) Street/ IAS. Senate (you will go into 
a tunnel). Make your first right in the tunnel to the l> Street exit. The exit 
ramp will lead you onto 2nd St. NW. Proceed two blocks. The i-uw Center 
will he on your right. 

* Parking; 

Parking is available in outdoor lots next to the Law Center. The cost is 
approximately 57 for the day. Limited metered parking is also m ailable 
on tile streets stir rounding the Law Center at 50,25 per 20-30 minutes. 

* Accommodations: 

There are several hotels within walking distance of the Law Center, such 
as the Phoenix Park [[old at 520 North Capitol Street. NW. Please call the 
hotel directly for rates and room availability. 













Just three blocks from the U S. Capitol, Georgetown University Law Center includes three buildings: (right to 
left) Edward Bennett Williams Law Library, one of the nation’s foremost law libraries; Bernard Patrick 
McDonough Hall with modern classrooms, faculty offices, and administrative offices; and the Bernard and 
Sarah Gewirz Student Center, a residence hall housing 290 first-year students and a child-care center. 

On June l t 2002, the Law Center broke ground for the Campus Completion Project — a project that will add 
the Eric E. Hotting International Law Center Building, and a Sport and Fitness Center to the campus. 
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